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Tue Practice 1x Banxrvrrcy has been made more 
uncertain than ever in numerous important particulars 
by the Act of 1861. Jt was vague and indefinite 
enough before, but it has certainly been much more so 
since the passing of the Act. Indeed, it can hardly be 
otherwise so long as the commissioners act indepet- 
dently of each other as they do now. That was the 
main argument urged in favour of the appointment of 
a chief judge; and, no doubt, something like uniformity 
of practice would have been introduced, if all the courts 
of bankruptcy throughout the country were made sub- 
ject to one guiding mind. It was considered, however, 
at the time—and we think rightly—that this mode of 
remedying an admitted evil would have been unneces- 
sarily cumbrous and expensive. It would have 
involved a great waste of judicial power. There 
was, in fact, no absolute necessity, in any point 
of view, for the appointment of a chief judge, al- 
though it is admitted that a greater uniformity 
of practice would be secured by such a step. But 
the question is, is there no other way of obtaining 
this desideratum? Is there anything, for instance, to 
prevent the embodiment in General Rules and Orders 
of whatever ought to be prescribed before hand for 
the government of individual commissioners and the 
guidance of practitioners? The existing General 
Orders relating to the Act of 1861 were published im- 
mediately after it was passed, when they were necessa- 
rily, to some extent, tentative. Why should not the 
same authority amend, or explain, or add to, these Orders 
from time to time as doubts and difficulties arise in 
practice ? Or, if it is too much to expect the Lord 
Chancellor and Lords,Justices to give their attention 
so frequently to such small matters, is there any 
reason why the commissioners should not consult and 
agree amongst themselves upon some settled course of 
proceeding ? Scarcely a week passes over in which we 
do net find them differing upon important points of 
practice, or else trying to induce suitors to apply to 
other commissioners than those before whom an appli- 
cation originally comes—for a solution of some difficulty. 
As a fair illustration of our remarks, we may adduce a 
case which came before the Court in Basinghall-street, 
on Tuesday. In that case a Mr. Irvine had executed a 
deed of arrangement. A judgment debtor summons 
against him had, however, been granted by the Court. 
A personal service could not be effected, and, the debtor 
did not appear. Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque said 
he would consider service upon Mr. C.'E. Lewis, the 
bankrupt’s solicitor, as sufficient service of the summons. 
The case afterwards came before Mr. Commissioner 
Goulburn, in the absence of Mr. Commissioner Fon- 
blanque, when 

Mr. Bagley said the summons had been served upon Mr. 
C. E. Lewis. 

The CommissionER.—The case is not on the lists of the 
business of the day. 

Mr. Bagley.— Cases of the kind are frequently taken without 
Leing placed on the lists. 

‘The CommisstoseR,—The question arises whether the case 


is not one that ought to be taken in private, It raises the old 
question, whether these trader debtorjsammonses should not be 
heard in private. 

Mr. C. E. Lewis ~The 17th rule (Rules and Orders) sete 
forth that a Court may hear judgment summonses and other 
matters in chambers, &c. 

Mr. Bagley.—*‘ May.” 

The ComaisstoneR.—Which is generally acted ‘upon as if 
the word were “shall.” The summons was granted by Mr, 
Commissioner Fonblanque. ‘Ihe case involves a very import. 
ant point of practice, Mr. Fonblanque is in his room above. 
I wish you would ask him to hear the application. 


The matter seaennaly came on before Mr. Commis- 
sioner Fonblanque, and was decided as appears in the 
following extract from a report of the case :— 


Mr. C. BE. Lewis submitted that, taking the 78thand 79th sec~ 
tions together, due service had not been effected. He would admit 
that if it had been proved that the debtor was in England the 
summons was good, He was not in England, and had not re- 
ceived the summons. The onus rested with the creditor who 
took out the summons to prove that the debtor was in England, 
The Court had no power to dispense with personal service, 6x- 
cept upon affidavit that the debtor was in England, and the 
fact in this case was that the debtor was not in England. 

The Commissr1on£R thought that it was open to the creditor 
to take either course. If the creditor should hereafter be 
proved to be wrong it would be open to the debtor to dispute 
the validity of the proceeding. 

Mr. C. E. Lewis.—And if the wrong course has been taken 
they must take the consequences. 


We make no comment upon the decision of the 
learned commissioner, further than to say that assuming 
it to be consistent with the provisions of the statute 
(sects. 78, 79), it would be desirable to have the practiee 
in such a case definitively settled by General Order. 
The case, however, calls to mind another phase, in which 
the entire proceeding was surrounded with that kind of 
obscurity which seems the proper atmosphere of Ba- 
singhall-street. As Mr. Commissioner Goulburn said, 
the case raised the “old question ” whether these trader 
debtor summonses should not be heard in private, and 
upon this subtle point certain observations of one of 
our daily contemporaries are not unealled for. The 
Times appends to its report of the case the following 
note :— 

In reference to the subject whether proceedings connected 
with judgment debtor and other summonses, &c., should be 
heard in and regarded as “ private,’ it might be desirable 
that the Court should come to some clear decision thereupon. 
According to past practice, cases have frequently been taken 
in the public court which it had been agreed should be re- 
garded as privato, while cases which were public have been 
heard in small rooms at the tep of the building, and. the doors 
of which were marked “ private.” It has thus happened that 
of the proceedings under a meeting which it has been in- 
structed to regard as “ private’” the press has not published to 
the world statements then made which might very prejudicially 
aflect a trader’s credit, while ordinary spectators and listeners 
have heard that which has not only prejudicially affected the 
debtor’s credit, but also the interests of the body of his credi- 
tors, and, indeed, the interests of the creditor world. The 
matter is one that somewhat concerns the public and the press. 

It is high time to decide whether justice to pri- 
vate individuals or public policy requires that these 
applications should be heard in private; and in case the 
question should be decided in the affirmative by the 
abstract wisdom of the authorities, it will certainly. be 
convenient if the decision were embodied in some plain 
rule, to be read and known of all men who may be con- 
cerned therein, 


Tar examunation of students of the Inns of Court will 
commence on Thursday, the 30th instant, and will be 
continued on the Friday and Saturday following. It will 
take place in the Benchers’ Reading-room of Lineoln’s- 
inn, and the doors will be closed ten minutes after the 
time appointed for the commencement of the examina- 
tion. ‘The examination, which will be by printed ques- 





i tions, will be conducted in the following order :— 
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Thursday morning, Oct. 30, at half-past nine, on Con- 
stitutional Law and Legal History; in the afternoon, at 
half-past one, on Equity ; Friday morning, Oct. 31, at 
half-past nine, on Common Law; in the afternoon, at 
half-past one, on the Law of Real Property, &c.; Satur- 
day morning, Nov. 1, at half-past nine, on Jurisprudence 
and the Civil Law. In the afternoon, at half-past one, 
a paper will be given to the students, including questions 
bearing upon all the foregoing subjects of examination. 
The oral examination will be conducted in the same 
order, during the same hours, and on the same subjects 
as those already marked out for examination by printed 
questions, except that on Saturday afternoon there will 
be no oral examination. The oral examination of each 
student will be conducted apart from the other students, 
and the character of that examination will vary according 
as the student is a candidate for honours or a student- 
ship, or desires simply to obtain a certificate. In deter- 
mining the question whether a student has passed the 
examination in such a manner as to entitle him to be 
called to the Bar the examiners will principally have 
regard to the general knowledge of law and jurispru- 
dence which he has displayed. A student may present 
himself at any number of examinations until he shall 
obtain a certificate. Any student who shall obtain a 
certificate may present himself a second time for exa- 
mination as a candidate for the studentship, but only at 
one of the three examinations immediately succeeding 
that at which he shall have obtained such certificate ; 
provided that if any student so presenting himself shall 
not succeed in obtaining the studentship his name shall 
not appear on the list. Those students who have kept 
more than eleven terms will not be admitted to an exa- 
mination for the studentship. 

We may, perhaps, usefully call the attention of 
students to some of the rules of the Inns of Court 
having reference to these examinations. ‘They are as 
follows :—‘“ As an inducement to students to pro- 

themselves for examination, studentships shall be 
founded of fifty guineas per annum each, to continue 
for a period of three years, and one such studentship 
shall be conferred on the most distinguished student at 
each public examination ; and further, the examiners 
shall select and certify the names of three other students 
who shall have passed the next best examinations, and 
the Inns of Court to which such students belong may, if 
desired, dispense with any terms, not exceeding two, 
that may remain to be kept by such students previous to 
their being called to the Bar; provided that the examiners 
shall not be obliged to confer or grant any studentship 
or certificate ee they shall be of opinion that the 
examination of the students they select has been such as 
entitles them thereto. At every call to the Bar those 
students who have passed a public examination, and 
either obtained a studentship or a certificate of honour, 
shall take rank in seniority over all other students who 
shall be called on the same day. No students shall be 
eligible to be called to the Bar who shall not either have 
attended during one whole year the lectures of two of 
the Readers, or have satisfactorily passed a public ex- 
amination. 


We extract the following remarks upon some recent 
scenes in the Court of Bankruptcy, and of the conduct 
of certain of the commissioners of that court, from the 
columns of a morning journal :— 


Since the passing of Lord Westbury’s famous Act, good 
manners and impressive solemnity seem to have fled from the 
Court of Bankruptcy. The process by which Portugal-street 
has been grafted on Basinghall-street appears to have been pro- 
ductive of highly unsatisfactory results as regards the tone and 
bearing of the officials; and, to judge from a recent very un- 
seemly exhibition, the Bankrupicy Court is rapidly drifting 
into the condition of a bear-garden. Mr, Commnissioner 
Fonblanque—whom we have hitherto been proud to regard as 
a most able, erudite, and sagacious public functionary—seems 
suddenly ambitious of the burlesque attributes of a Lord of 
Misrule; and when we read the narrative of the indecorous pro- 





ceedings which took place before his Honour on Thursday (the 
16th inst) in the case of one Captain De Vere Hunt, a 
bankrupt, we feel almost puzzled to decide whether the 
report is a genuine account ofthings which have really taken 
place, or a mere parody culled from the columns of Punch. 
At Captain Hunt’s own case we can only glance en passant. 
The bankrupt was a commission agent, of the Opera Arcade, 
Pall Mall, and dealt in racehorses, cows, and any other animals 
by which he could turn a penny.. . He (the Commis- 
sioner) wished he could adjourn the case to Tattersall’s. 
When the bankrupt professed his ignorance of the meaning of 
an interpleader action the commissioner told him facetiously 
that he was a very fortunate man, and expressed his wonder 
at his innocence. When Mr. Reed urged that the petition, on 
its palpable demerits, shculd be dismissed, his Honour said 
tartly that he should do no such thing, but adjourn the case for 
six weeks, in order that it might come before Mr. Commis- 
sioner Fane, who was a better judge of horses than he was; 
and when time was asked for the bankrupt to ‘ turn himself 
round,’ Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque remarked, amidst loud 
laughter, that he didn’t want Captain Hunt to ‘turn,’ but to 
show himself ‘full front.’ Let us not omit to state that the 
barristers employed had also their little jokes; and that, on a 
very noisy and violent altercation as to the custody of an 
account-book, and the opinion of the Court being taken as to 
what they were to do, the Court replied that they were ‘ to 
behave like gentlemen’—excellent advice, but which would 
have had greater force had the example of gentlemanly 
behaviour been set by the Court itself. 

‘* Now, all this may be exceedingly funny, but it is at the 
same time lamentably undignificd. We don’t want our judges 
in bankruptcy to gria through horse-collars, but to adjudicate 
in a thoughtful, serious manner on the cases brought before 
them. When the facial muscles of justice are distended by a 
guffaw, it sometimes happens that the net of justice gapes, and 
that rogues slip through the meshes, It is perfectly right and 
just that Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque should have his joke; 
but we think that the time has fully arrived when he should 
be permitted to be funny at his own fireside, This learned 
gentleman is seventy-six years of age, and has served his coun- 
try for more than a quarter of a century. Would it not be 
well for a judge who has done admirable service in his time, 
and who bears a name illustrious in the annals of English 
literature, to be suffered to retire on a well earned competence? 
Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque is not only a source of discomfort 
to others, but he must be eminently uncomfortable himself. 
The new Bankruptcy Act is as distasteful to him as it is to his 
learned colleagues. ‘To crown his miseries, he is compelled to 
administer justice in a kind of top garret, so cabined, cribbed, 
and confined, that lawyers and clients keep up a continual 
murmur of pain and wretchedness around him, and are often 
obliged to rush away from the noisome, stifling den to avoid 
syncope or suffocation. This is decidedly not an edifying state 
of things. A cupboard for a court and a very elderly and 
facetious gentleman for a judge, cannot conduce towards the 
due distribution of justice among the ‘Queen’s lieges and is 
the rather calculated to bring justice itself into contempt. 
That immediate recourse should be had to two very simple 
remedial measaies is obvious. The Bankruptcy Court should 
be forthwith enlarged, and the respectable individuals who are 
thoroughly tired of listening to the recital of the peccadilloes 
of commission agents, should, as soon as posible, be super- 
annuated. 


Ir appears to be doubtful whether, since the passing 
of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, magistrates have jurisdic- 
tion over those who are guilty of the offence of at- 
tempted self-destruction. At the Middlesex Sessions 
on ‘Tuesday a woman was brought up for judgment 
upon an indictment for attempting her life, to which 
she had pleaded guilty at the previous session. Mr. 
Besley having suggested to the assistant-judge a doubt 
as to whether, since the passing of the above Act, he 
had jurisdiction over the offence, Mr. Bodkin decided 
to send a case upon the subject for the decision of the 
Court of Appeal. The prisoner was thereupon re- 
manded until after the case has been heard. 


Lorp Ivory, the senior judge in the Court of Session, 
intends immediately to retire from that office. It is not, 
however, present ill-health which is the cause of his 
Lordship’s retirement, but apprehension that his health 
would entirely fail if he were again to attempt the 
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arduous work of the first division. It is but a few 
months since his Lordship resigned office as one of the 
judges of the High Court of Justiciary. Lord Ivory 
was called to the bar in 1816, and was appointed one of 
the judges of the Court of session in 1840, in succession 
to Lord Glenlee, who had sat on the bench for forty- 
five years. The judge who now becomes senior of the 
Court is Lord Cowan, who was appointed on the death 
of Lord Jeffrey, so recently as 1851. It is stated that 
the vacancy on the bench will be filled up by the ap- 
pointment of Mr. E. F. Maitland, Solicitor-General of 
Scotland, who was called to the bar in 1831. 


Mr. Epwarp Mortimer Arcarnaup has been ap- 
ported her Majesty's judge, and Mr. William Dudley 

yder her Majesty's arbitrator, in the Mixed Court esta- 
blished at New York under the treaty of 7th of April, 
1862, between Great Britain and the United States, for 
the suppression of the African slave trade. 


Mr. Lercn Trarrorp, judge of the Birmingham 
County Court, has resigned. Mr. Nichols, formerly one 
of the Commissioners of the Insolvent Debtors’ Court of 
London, and at present one of the Registrars of the Man- 
chester Court of Bankruptcy, has been appointed Mr. 
Trafford’s successor ; pa in the room of Mr. Nichols, 
Mr. G. Harris, Deputy-Judge of the Birmingham 
County Court, has been appointed. 


Dr. Dovenas Macraaan, who was recently appointed 
to the Chair of Medical Jurisprudence and Police in 
the University of Edinburgh, in the room of the late 
Dr. Trail, and Mr. James Muirhead, Advocate, Pro- 
fessor-elect of Civil Law, appointed in the room of Mr. 
Swinton, retired, presented their commissions at a 
meeting of the Senatus Academicus on Monday last, 
and were inducted into office in the usual form. 


Tue Jupce or THE Consistor1at Court, Ireland, 
Dr. Joseph Ormsby Radcliffe, Q.C., died on Saturday 
last at his residence in Dublin. Dr. Radcliffe discharged 
his judical duties with great ability and was much re- 
spected, and his death is a source of great regret both 
to the profession and the public. 


Tue Magistrates of THE County or Down, at a 
recent meeting resolved that an address should be pre- 
sented to Mr. Theophilus Jones, Assistant-Barrister, 
their late chairman. The address was ordered to be 
engrossed and signed by Lord Dufferin on behalf of the 
magistrates. 


Tur Atrrorney-Generat for Ireland, Mr. O'Hagan, 
recently met with an accident, by the upsetting of a 
diligence, while travelling with his family in Italy, but 
beyond a severe shock which he and his family sus- 
tained they suffered no further injury. 


Tue CoiiecEe ofr ApvocaTEs, or as it is sometimes 
called the College of Doctors of Laws, a building con- 
nected with which there are so many old ecclesiastical 
traditions, is to be disposed of by public auction on 
Friday, the 14th of November. ‘Lhe contemplated new 
street from Blackfriars-bridge to the Mansion-house, 
will run through the garden of the college, so that it 
is possible that some portions of the venerable structure 
_ undergo the degradation of being converted into 
shops. 


Mr. Joun Montcomerts Bett, Advocate, Sheriff of 
Kincardineshire, recently met with an accident which, 
we regret to announce, has terminated fatally. He was 
taking exercise on horse-back at Linwood near Mid- 
calder, when the animal ran off with him. Mr. 
Bell maintained his seat, but the horse, on bein 
turned, galloped towards the stable, against the wa 
of which the rider’s head was dashed with great 
violence. Mr. Bell was taken up insensible, and it was 
found he had sustained a fracture of the skull. He 
lingered till the evening of Thursday, the 16th inst., 
when death put an end to his sufferings. The unfor- 





tunate gentleman was called to the Scottish bar in 1825 
and in 1851 was appointed to the office of Sheriff o 
Kincardine, which he filled with great ability. 


Notice HAS BEEN GIVEN in the London Gazette that 
the confirmation of a provisional order to constitute 
Aspal and other parishes in the eastern division of 
Suffolk a highway district, by a final order, will be taken 
into consideration by the justices at the Quarter Sessions 
to be held at Ipswich on the 8th of January next, at 
half-past one o'clock. 


Mr. Cuartes Barus, of the Poultry, is a candidate 
for the City Solicitorship. 


& 
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SIR G. C. LEWIS ON INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Sir George Cornewall Lewis ought to be as good 
an authority upon questions of public international 
law as any professed publicist on either side of the 
Atlantic. He has not only had all the advantages which 
he might derive from a professional education and from 
considerable experience as a Cabinet minister, but his 
fame has long been established as a very learned and 
acute writer upon a class of subjects nearly akin to the 
law of nations. It was therefore with no little sur- 
prise that we read the other day a report of a s 
delivered by him at Hereford, in which, he stated that 
if the English Government were now to recognise the 
Southern States of America as an independent power, 
it would act in violation of international law. The 
only reason alleged as the ground of this remarkable 
dictum was, that the war must be admitted to be still 
undecided— 

“ Until,” said Sir George, “ the war had been decided on one 
side or the cther, or until it had been decided so far in favour 
of the Southern States as to induce the Northern States to re- 
cognise their independence, or to prove to foreign States that 
the contest was exhausted, and that the Northern States were 
incapable of continuing the contest :—until that moment arrived 
it could not be said, in accordance with the established doc- 
trines of international law, that the independence of the 
Southern States had been established.” 


Now, notwithstanding the reputation of Sir G. C. 
Lewis, not only for learning, but for caution, we have no 
hesitation in saying that the doctrine which he here lays 
down is not to be found in any existing code or version 
of the jus gentium; while it is opposed to a host of 
precedents which have been accepted by the most emi- 
nent writers on international law as binding upon all 
civilised States. So far as the authority of jurists is 
concerned, we may content ourselves in the present case 
by merely appealing to the Commentaries of Mr. 
Wheaton, which we know to be the recognised text-book 
of American diplomatists. Wheaton nowhere la 
down any such doctrine as that enunciated by Sir G.’ 
C. Lewis. Instead of holding that a revolting pro- 
vince or colony may not properly be r ised by 
foreign States until it has de facto established its inde- 
pendence, he expressly lays it down that while “ the 
contest for the sovereignty continues, and the civil war 
rages, other nations may either remain passive, allowing 
to both contending parties all the right which war gives 
to public enemies, or may acknow oe the indepen- 
dence of the new State, forming with it treaties of 
amity and commerce, or may join in alliance with one 
party ‘one the other.” Elsewhere, the same writer 
states the rule more generally, viz.—that “ where a re- 
volted province or colony has declared and shown its 
ability to maintain its independence, the recognition of 
its sovereignty by other ee States is a question of 
policy and prudence only.” It would be easy, but it is 
unnecessary, to accumulate passages of this kind from 
the writings of American publicists, while it would be 
impossible for Sir G. C. Lewis to lay his finger upon a 
single passage which could give colour to his assertion ; 
and we may add that if he consults the pages of Philli- 
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more he will be as much at a loss to find any sanction 
for such extraordinary doctrine as he has given utter- 
ance to. 

The truth is that the present civil war in America 
has for some time past assumed a character such as, ac- 
cording to the strictest application of the rules of inter- 
national law, would have justified foreign states in 
actual intervention between the contending parties. 
Every person at all conversant with the history of 
modern times can call to mind instances in which inter- 
vention has taken place, at the dictate of humanity, for 
the purpose of staying useless and wanton effusion of 
blood. It was upon this ground that Great Britain, 
France, and Russia stood between Turkey and Greece 
in 1827. For the same reason England recognised the 
independence of the Spanish American Colonies, not- 
withstanding the protest of Ferdinand VII. As Mr. 
Canning then put it, the recognition of sovereignty on 
the part of Spain, which it could not “extort by fire, 
sword, or conquest,” we were not bound to concede. The 
United States joined with this country in acknowledging 
the independence of the Spanish Colonies; and they 
also obtained for themselves the same recognition from 
France—which Mr. Wheaton insists would not of itself 
have furnished any just ground to England for a decla- 
ration of war against France. So lately as 1854, during 
the Hungarian war, the United States went so far as to 
declare to the revolutionary Government of Hungary 
their willingness to recognise that country as indepen- 
dent whenever it showed its ability to sustain itself; and 
this proceeding was defended by President Taylor as 
being consistent with the “ established and well-settled 
principles of international intercourse and the doctrines 
of public law.” Now there may fairly be some doubt 
whether one State is justified by public law in thus 
overtly encouraging revolt in another; but there can be 
none that any State has at least the right, if not the 
duty, of recognising the independence of a revolted pro- 
vince or colony, wherever the contest exhibits some 
equality of force, and is likely to he concluded only by 
the extermination of either party. Recognition has 
been said to be a kind of moral intervention, and we 
think is now what, at least, is due to the Confederate 
States. If the Federal States were not as powerful 
and vindictive as they are, there can be no question 
that the humanity of Europe would even sooner have 
interfered to save the Southerners from further cruelty 
and bloodshed. According to all the rules and pre- 
cedents of international law this would have been the 
right, and indeed, the duty, of the great powers of 
Europe. It is certainly their duty—judging by these 
rules and precedents—to exercise that moral interven- 
tion which is implied in authoritative recognition ; and 
we can only again express our surprise that so com- 
prtent a publicist as Sir G. C. Lewis could for a moment 

ave been betrayed into so erroneous a view of inter- 
national law as to say that it is oppossed to any such 
recognition until in fact the contest is determined by 
absolute and conclusive victory on the part of the 
Southern States. 

After the foregoing observations were in type, we read 
the letter of Mr. Mason, the Confederate Envoy to this 
country, on the question which we have been discussing, 
and we entirely concur with what is stated in the 
following passage :— 


“Tt is certainly,” says, Mr.-Mason, “a settled principle of 
international Jaw that when a new nation or empire is brought 
into existence as a separate and independent Power, other 
nations are at liberty, without giving cause of offence, to 
recognise it as such, and to receive it as an equal in the family 
of nations; and to entitle it to such recognition it is only 
required that sufficient evidence be exhibited of stability and 
permanence in the new Government, coupled with the power to 
sustain itself in its new position. 
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THE HIGHWAYS ACT, 1862. 

The Highways Act, 1862, is beginning to show 
vigorous signs of its operation throughout the provinces. 
There have been already several proposals, at country 
quarter sessjons, to form highway district boards in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the statute. At the 
York North Riding Sessions a proposition to this effect 
caused so vast a stir as to carry the chairman (Lord 
Teignmouth)—to use his Lordship’s words—* back to 
those exciting field-days in the House of Commons 
twenty-five years ago.” His Lordship’s motion to divide 
the riding into highway districts met with a stormy 
opposition, backed up by an “ immense number” of peti- 
tions, but finally was allowed to pass. It would possibly 
have met with a different fate if the entire proceeding 
had not been merely initiative and provisional. This 
same consideration appears to have influenced the magis- 
trates of Berkshire, Siccuathien and other counties, 
in agreeing to a formal order as a first step under the 
statute. 

The justices in general or quarter sessions assembled 
are empowered by the Act, after proper notice has been 
given to the churchwardens or overseers of the parishes 
to be affected, to constitute the whole or some part of 
their county a highway district; but such order is of 
no validity unless it be confirmed by a final order of the 
justices assembled at some subsequent court, held within 
a period of not more than six months, when the justices 
may, if they think fit, either quash the provisional 
order, or confirm it with or without variations, or re- 
spite its consideration to some subsequent court. The 
probability is, therefore, that many of those parishes 
which seem to have been taken by surprise at the first 
mooting of the question, and object to be included 
within the operation of the Act, will avail themselves 
of the opportunity for insisting upon their objection 
when the question comes on for further consideration. 
At present there is great misgiving in the minds of many 
persons whose opinions on rural affairs are entitled to 
respect, as to the improvements which it is said the Act 
is likely to effect. On the one hand it is asserted that 
the formation of highway districts will greatly reduce 
county expenditure ; but on the other hand, there are 
some sensible men who anticipate from the change 
nothing but an increase of county rates. We expect 
that although the first steps will be attended with ex- 
pense, and the rates therefore will be increased at the 
beginning, the permanent result will be entirely bene- 
ficial, not only in the reduction of expenditure, but in 
the general improvement of our roads. Lord Henley 
stated, at Nottingham the other day, that the first ex- 
pense of carrying the provisions of the statute into 
operation, would not be less than £3000. We are unable 
to judge how this estimate was made, but we cannot 
help thinking that is exaggerated. 

Of course the old objection about concentration has 
not been forgotten in these debates. This kind of argu- 
ment is never used without more or less effect upon a 
certain class of minds ; but it is hardly necessary for us 
to be at any pains to point out how fallacious it is when 
applied to the question now under consideration. If, 
indeed, the scheme were to involve the institution 
of some new departinent in Downing-street, it would be 
deserving of simple seprobation. But it involves no- 
thing of the kind. 1t does not assign even a county as 
the area of jurisdiction for one of these boards ; nor does 
it give the magistrates of one county any right to 
interfere with the roads of another, It merely em- 
powers them to divide their own county into as many 
highway districts as they deem advisable. Accordingly, 
the justices of the North Riding have resolved to make 
each highway district correspond in area with a petty 
sessional division, ‘The same rule has been adopted in 
Berkshire, where it has been resolved that the thirty- 
three parishes comprising the petty sessional divi- 
sional of Abingdon shall be constituted a dis- 
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trict. It is likely that these precedents will be 
much followed, as they certainly have the re- 
commendation of convenience. Perhaps the only 
objection that may be urged against them is one from 
which the entire Act is not free. The highway board 
is to consist of the waywardens and of the “ justices 
acting for the county and residing within the district.” 
Every parish forming part of the district is to elect one 
or more waywardens eyery year, as the magistrates may 
direct ; but we have seen that magistrates are ex-officio 
members of the board. It is not unlikely, therefore, 
that they will sometimes out-number the waywardens. 
In this respect the Act undoubtedly gives to the magis- 
trates considerable power in dealing with the funds con- 
tributed oy the general body of rate-payers ; and this 
power will unqtestionably find its fullest play where 
the areas of the petty sessional and highway districts 

, are coincident. It will probably be found that some 
way or other the meetings of the board will be made to 
suit the holding of the sessions. At all events, magis- 
trates will be likely to have the greatest influence 
within the range of their ordinary jurisdiction, and 
there is some danger therefore that, if petty sessional and 
highway districts are generally the same, the represen- 
tatives of the ratepayers will not be able to hold their 
own against the justices. This is, however, but a trifling 
set-off against the substantial benefits which are likely to 
arise from the Act where it is brought into operation ; and 
pec’ the grievance—if it can be so called—may be 
essened by making highway districts coincide with the 
poor law unions, as was resolved at the Norfolk Quarter 
Sessions. In Northampton and elsewhere there has been 
a great diversity of opinion as to what ought to be the 
extent of a district—some persons advocating the policy 
of including in it the whole county and others desiring 
to restrict it to a few parishes. 

Great credit is due to the framers of the Act for the 
careful regard which they have exhibited in preventing 
anything like a surprise upon the ratepayers, and in 
‘making its provisions—so far as they relate to the 
adoption of the statute—entirely permissive. As Mr. 
Walter said at Abingdon, every possible pains have been 
taken to make the measure “ as permissive as possible.” 
Indeed, Lord Overstone considered that “it was too 
permissive—that it gave too much discretionary power 
to the several parishes.” We do not agree with his 
Lordship, especially when we remember that any parish 
or in the district has not power to withdraw 
itself, 

When the district has been constituted, all property 
now vested in the surveyor of any parish forming part 
of the district is to vest in the board, who are also to 
have all such powers and capacities (except the power of 

ing, assessing, and levying highway rates) as are 
now vested in the surveyors. The board has also the 
appointment of district surveyors and other officers. Its 
duty will be to maintain in good repair the highways 
within the district. 

The manner ig which the rate is to be borne is analo- 
gous to that in which poor rates are borne as between 
unions and parishes. ‘he salaries of the officers and 
other expenses for the common use or benefit of the dis- 
trict are to be proportionally contributed by the several 
parishes ; but the expenses of maintaining and keeping 
in repair the highways of each parish within the district, 
and all other expenses in relation to such highways, ex- 
cept such as are in the Act authorised to be charged 
to ame district fund, are to be a separate charge on each 
parish, 


understanding its provisions ; and we are happy to say 
that it speaks intelligibly for itself, and it is one of the 
few important statutes of recent times which is creditable 
to the Parliamentary draftsman. It probably owes its 
symmetry partly to the fact that it had no less than twenty- 
five predecessors in the shape of unsuccessful bills on t 
same subject, and partly to the judicious abstinence 
from experimental alterations in the text on the part of 
those country gentlemen in the Legislature who felt an 
interest in its details. 
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The Courts. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, 
(Before Mr. Justice MELLOR.) 

Oct. 21.— West v. Robins.—In this case an important ques. 
tion was raised under the new Bankruptcy Act. The de- 
fendant had in August last, after he was sued by the plaintiff, 
executed a deed of composition with his creditors under the 
new Bankruptcy Act, and on his behalf a summons was 
obtained for the plaintiff to show cause why all farther pro- 
ceedings should not be stayed. 

Mr. Dale showed cause, and Mr, Pittman appeared in sup- 
port of the application. 

The application was made under the 198th section of the 
new Act, which declared that after registration of a composition 
deed all proceedings, both against the person and property, 
should be stayed, 

Mr. Justice MELLor considered that a deed was analogons 
to the proof of debts. The parties had given the defe t 
the privilege of being spared all further proceedings, 

Mr. Dale said that might be as to the creditors who had 
signed the deed, but not as to others. 

His Lornpsurp referred to the words of the 198th section, 
and thought the defendant, having complied with the provisions 
of the new law, was entitled to a stay of proceedings. 

On the part of the plaintiff it was contended that the matter 
should proceed to execution, and then the question as to the 
validity of the deed could be raised, as the sheriff would levy 
or not as he thought proper. 

Mr. Justice MELLOR said there was a good deal in the sug- 
gestion, but he considered the best course would be to stay the 
proceedings, as term was so near at hand, and an application 
could be made to the Court and the practice settled. His 
Lordship inquired as to the practice with regard to deeds 
under the new law. 

It was stated that where a person was arrested and applied 
to the Court of Bankruptcy’to be discharged, he was always 
referred to the superior Court, so that the Court declined to 
interfere. 

His Lorpsmip was of opinion that the validity of a com- 
position deed should be raised in the Court of Bankruptcy. 
He would in this case order a stay of proceedings, and the Court 
above next term could set him right if he had not adopted the 
proper course. It was desirable, as other cases were likely to 
occur, that the practice on the subject should be settled. 

Order accordingly to stay further proceedings. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN. ) 

Oct. 21.—Clay v. Irvine-—This was a judgment debtor 
summons issued under the 76th and following sections of the 
Bankruptey Act, 1861, by the plaintiff, a bill broker, against 
the defendant, who traded at Hampton Court. An order for 
substituted service had been made upon Messrs. Harrison & 
Lewis, the solicitors for the bankrupt, and service of the 
summons had been effected by leaving the copy with them. 

Mr. C. E. Lewis now appeared for the defendant, and took 
an objection to the summons on the ground that there was no 
evidenze that the bankrupt was out of the country at the time 


°° The Act introduces little or no change into the exist- the summons was issued, 

ry ing law of highways, except such as is of a purely admi- Mr. Bagley urged that the onus was upon the defendant to 

ys nistrative character. We have seen that the property | show that the summons was informal. 

ad now vested in parish surveyors will vest in the hig way ‘The Commissioner agreed, but intimated that the plaintiff 

iy board. So the rights, duties, and liabilities of the for- ay take the me | there being any defect in the summons,. 
ummons alowed. 


mer will devolve upon the latter—-except as to the 
y- making, assessing, and levying rates. Lawyers of course, 
? and particularly country lawyers, will be interested in 





Oct. 22.—In re Wickenden and ‘Mansell—~This was an 
application by Mr. Cornelius Ruck and Mr. Wickham, two of 
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the trustees under a deed of assignment executed under the 
192nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, praying for the 
removal of their co-trustee, Mr. William Lawrence. 

Mr. Lovell appeared for the petitioners, and Mr. Lawrance 

for Mr. William Lawrence. 
» Messrs. Wickenden and Mansell had, it appeared, traded as 
wholesale grocers and drapers at Southborough. In November, 
1861, they executed the deed in question, and under it Messrs. 
Ruck and Wickham acted as trustees.. The application was 
made for the removal of Mr. William Lawrence, on the ground 
that he had retained money in his possession belonging to the 
estate, in opposition to the resolution of his co-trustees; and 
the very important point was raised, during the argument, as 
to whether trustees under an arrangement deed of this nature 
stood in the position of -assignees in bankruptcy, and as such 
liab'e to removal for improper conduct. 

The Commissioner said that he doubted very much whether 
they could be rendered thus liable, but the question was of 
such great importance that he would take further time to con- 
sider; and he would, therefore, give judgment on Tuesday ac- 
cordingly, 





SURREY SESSIONS. 

Oct. 20.—The October adjourned sessions for the county of 
Surrey commenced this morning at the Sessions House, Ken- 
nington-causeway, and, on the names of the grand jury being 
called over, two of them were told that they were fined for 
non-attendance at the last sessions. One of them, Mr. Lane, 
said he was a solicitor in practice, and at the last sessions was 
in the performance of his professional duties at Birmingham. 
He also claimed exemption by reason of a recent Act of Parlia- 
ment, 

The Chairman told him he was excused, and he should 
advise him to see that his profession of solicitor was entered 
on the jury lists,as by so doing he would avoid being sum- 
moned for the future. 





GUILDHALL POLICE COURT. 

Oct. 18.—Mr. James Edwin Cole, a barrister-at-law, was 
charged before Alderman Allen with the following offence:— 

Mr. Christopher Walton, a goldsmith and jeweller, of Lud. 
gate-hill, said that he was in his shop about half-past 12 
o'clock in the day, when the defendant came in and had a 
dispute with him abont the price of a ring. The defendant put 
it on the counter, saying he would not have it, and walked 
out. He (witness) told him that sort of thing would not do 
for him, and took hold of the door; but the defendant, appre- 
hending that he was going to stop him, got outside and pulled 
the door after him, thereby jamming witness's hand in the 
doorway. In order to pull with increased force he pressed 
his other hand against the plate-glass panel, and in doing so 
smashed it. ‘The damage done amounted to about £8 or £10 
The defendant paid for the ring after he broke the glass. 

A porter in Mr. Walton’s employ gave evidence in support 
of the charge. 

Alderman ALLEN said whatever the dispute between the 
defendant and Mr. Walton was about, the latter had no right 
to detain the defendant for his claim, particularly as he knew 
his address, and had a civil remedy. Being wrong, therefore, 
in the first instance, he was himself the cause of the damage 
and the assault he complained of, and there was not even the 
shadow of a foundation for charging the defendant with such 
an offence. It was a most groundless charge, and in dis- 
missing it he could only express his surprise and regret that 
Mr. Cole should have been subjected to the degradation of 
being locked up at the police-station and searched like a 
common felon. The latter circumstance, he would take care, 
should be further inquired into. 

Mr. Cole was then discharged, and left the court amid 
the congratulatory cheers of the auditory, who expressed 
their approval of the decision in the most demonstrative 
manner, 


~~ 
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Correspondence, 


Jorst Stock Companies Act, 

T would call attention to the Joint Stock Act of last session. 
This is certainly one of the most important Acts of the session 
in relation to the trade and commerce of this country. The 
objects compassed by the Act are the incorporation, regulation, 
and winding-up of “ trading companies and other associations.’ 





It will be observed that the short title of the Act is “ The 
Companies Act, 1862,” and that it is to come into operation 
on the 2nd of November next. This Act will, I apprehend, 
form what I may call a “study” for the profession, and a 
short sketch of its prominent contents may probably not be 
out of place, 

The Act consolidates and amends this branch of the law; 
and though of all branches of the law it is probably the one 
most repugnant to the practitioner, yet at the same time its 
complexities will, no doubt, be a source of considerable pecu- 
niary wealth. The Act gives, I think, the prospect of a “ good 
harvest” to lawyers, It will be observed that the Act is not 
obligatory, at least it appears to me not to be so. By the 
6th section any ‘‘seven or more persons” may by a memo- 
randum of association constitute themselves a company under 
the Act. This may be done with or without what is called 
“ limited liability.” I allude to this significantly, as the Act, it 
will be observed, does not enact that all companies consisting 
of the prescribed number of persons shali be a company within 
the Act. 

It is important that attention should be given to the power 
of alteration given by the 12th section, Practitioners will bear 
in mind the questions which have arisen in the case of the 
Phenix Insurance Company in respect of its marine branch of 
business. The machinery of the Act bearing on this subject 
will I think require close attention by the practitioner. I may 


advert to the power given by the 13th section to “change the - 


name,” of the company—a power which I fear will enable com- 
panies to play the “Chamelion” almost at pleasure. The 


intervention of solicitors will no doubt be a protection against ~ 


this to a considerable extent. ‘The Act it will be seen is very 
stringent upon this branch of its policy. and properly so, as 
both the profession and the public will, I doubt not, say. 

The clause of the Act (sec. 38) bearing upon the “ liability 
of members” is, I apprehend, pregnant with difficulties. This 
isan important branch of the Act, and which will no doubt 
give rise to serious questions in winding-up cases. The con- 
tingencies of liability deserve careful attention by the practi- 
tioner. é 
Oa the whole the machinery of the Act betokens caution on 
the part of the framers. The conflicting powers of the old 
Acts as revealed by the British Bank case are fresh in our 
recollections. These hasty allusions may perhaps be accept- 
able to your readers, and I send them for insertion. 

J. CULVERHOUSE. 

4, Compton-street, Balls Pond. 

Oct. 20, 1862, 





COVENANT TO STAND SEISED. 


Having had occasion to peruse a title which depends for its 
validity on the solution of the question which I am about to 
put to your readers, I should be glad if they would favour me 
with their opinion upon it:—A., being seised in fee of certain 
freehold hereditaments, covenants with B. (a stranger) to 
stand seised to the use of C. and D. (both related to B. by 
blood.) Now is it necessary to the validity of the covenant 
that B. (the covenantee) should be related to A, (the cove- 
nantor) by blood? On looking into the 3rd edition of Jarman 
& B. Conveyancing (vol. 1IL, p. 672) I find the following 
apparent contradictory clauses:—1. “ A covenant with stran- 
gers that they shall hold the lands to the use of the relations 
of the covenantor is a covenant to stand seised to the use of 
such relations.” This seems to prove that a use is raised for 
the benefit of C. and D. But on reading the second clause 
which is as follows: —“ But if all the covenantees are strangers 
the use will not arise although limited for the benefit of the 
blood or family of the covenantor and not for collateral pur- 
poses.” It might perhaps be held, to make the two clauses 
harmonize, that “the covenantees” mentioned in the second 
paragraph means the parties in whoso favour the use is raised; 
but this is surely not the case, they are not covenantees but 
they merely take the benefit of the covenant. 

— insertion of this in your next publication will greatly 
oblige. 

AN ATToRNEY’s CLERK. 





Prosate Court Rures. 

Rule 58 of the Probate Court Rules speaks of an erasure in 
an affidavit, and rule 58, of any interlineation therein, Does thé 
word “ erasure ”’ refer to alterations made by erasures with the 
knife or other instrument? If so, the rule should have said so, and 
that all alterations are to be made with the pen—ns directed 
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by Order in Chancery, Ist February, 1856. If the word 
“erasure” is to be taken generally, I do not see where the 
copying clerk is to be had who is correct enough for this rule, 
A. B. 
Books For STUDENTS. 

‘I should be glad to be advised through your columns as to 
the best elementary work on real property and conveyancing. 
Having been a reader of your journal for some time, I am not 
unmindfal of the information and recommendations it has con- 
tained from time to time under this head. I may allude espe- 
cially to the excellent series of papers—“ Hints to Articled 
Clerks”—contained in your volume for 1860-61. But the 
book I am wishful to possess is a compendious one—and of 
reasonable cost. A STUDENT JUST COMMENCING. 


Mr, Joshua Williatns’ little work on Real Property is gene- 
rally considered to be the best on that subject for a beginner. 
He will also find Housman’s Handbook of Precedents very 
useful as a first book in conveyancing. 





Tue IncorrorateD Law Society. 


May I be permitted to suggest by means of yonr valuable 
journal, that the council of the Incorporated Law Society 
should provide for the use of the subscribers to “the Law 
Library” of the Institution, more than one copy of those 
treatises which are most generally read. 

The inconvenience of having only one copy of a book which 
three or four subscribers wish to read at the same time must be 
evident to others besides those who experience it, 

AN ARTICLED CLERK. 





DEVISE—FREEHOLDS. 
After carefully considering your correspondent ‘ W."s sug- 
gestion, I still remain of opinion that ‘I. took an estate in fee 
simple. The property was devised to T. and IF’. to their respec- 


*- tive heirs and assigns for ever. If the testator had employed 


the word “ heirs” alone the subsequent words “ die leaving no 
lawful issue or issues’’ would have cut down the interests of 
T, and F, to estates in tail general, as they would have shown 
that “ heirs” was used only in the sense of heirs of the body 
(2 Jarman on Wills, 2nd Ed. 270); but by adding “ and assigns” 
the testator negatived, I think, the interpretation “ W.” sug- 
gests. A.C, P. 


ities 
—> 


THE EDUCATION OF THE PROFESSION. 


At the recent meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association at Birmingham, Mr. W. Shaen, in the conrse 
of the discussion which took place after the president had 
delivered his address, made the following observations upon 
“.THE EDUCATION OF THE PROFESSION :"— - 

There is one subject in which this association has always 
taken a strong interest which has not unnaturally been omitted 
from the address of our president, doubtless because, while up 
to last year we had been engaged in active exertions upon it, 
we have now gained a position in which all further steps may 
be naturally left to the council of the Incorporated Society,— 
i mean the most important subject of the education of 
our profession. That matter is, however, so interest- 
ing that I may, perhaps, be allowed to say a few words with 
reference to the practical working of the new scheme in the 
framing of which we had an active share. I have ascertained 
what has been done since our last meeting, and, if you please, 
I will tell you, At the time we met at Worcoster, in October 
last, we were only in possession of the first set of rules issued by 
the judges and dated the 26th of July, 1861. Upon those rules 
we made two or three criticisms, I will now refer to two only 
—one because it has been remedied, and the other because I 
think it still requires remedy, and because .the expression of 
the opinicn of such a meeting as this will do something to- 
wards securing the desired result. As you know, the pre- 





liminary examination is divided into two parts and the judges: 


have provided that there shall be a certificate for each of those 
parts. Now the certificate that the candidate has passed the 
first part only should say so; but it doesnot. It says, “ we 
certify that A, B, has been examined in general knowledge by 
us as required by the rules and regulations of the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, &c., and we certify 
that he has passed a satisfactory examination.” So that under 





part I. the candidate gets a certificate which, on the face of 
it, appears final, and then he goes into part IL, for which he 
gets a separate certificate. When we met last year I pointed 
out that verbal inaccuracy. Since then the judges have issued * 
a supplementary set of rules dated the 26th of November, 1861, 
in which they have repeated the rule, and the blunder, adding 
only the date of the certificates. This matter only requires a 
suggestion on the part of the council, and I am sure it will 
be cured. I know it has already been observed by the officers 
of the Incorporated Law Society. The other point is rather a 
curious one. The Act of Parliament provided that persons 
who had passed certain examinations which should be esta- 
blished in any university should not be required to go into the 
preliminary examinations. When the first draft of the rules 
was prepared by the council they desired to grant this 
exemption to those who passed the middle-class examinations of 
Oxford and the non-Gremial examinations of Cambridge, and 
they worded the rule ‘‘ the examinations respectively established 
by the universities” instead of “established in the universi- 
ties,” as it is in the Act of Parliament. When it came 
before our committee, they said the rule had better follow the 
wording of the Act, and, though it would then stand “as esta- 
blished in the universities,” we were of opinion that it would 
include the examinations intended to be included, because 
they were established “in” though conducted out of 
the universities. When the Council re-considered the 
matter they considered the objection was fatal and struck out 
these examinations altogether; so that in the rules issued those 
who had passed the Oxford middle-class and the Cambridge 
non-Gremial examinations found themselves compelled to pass 
the preliminary examinations also. We discussed this matter 
in an interview we were favoured with by the Master of the 
Rolls, and since then a supplemental rule has been made by 
the judges to include these examinations. But the ju 
have not done it in the way we proposed. They have taken 
advantage of another clause in the Act which, as it 

to me, did not give them any power to do it at all. First 
of all the Act stated that a general rule, to be signed by 
the chief judges, was to say what examinations would 
entitle the candidate to exemption, and then there was 
& proviso made, that under special circumstances the 
judges, or any one or more of them, might dispense with com- 
pliance with the rule so made, But I take it that that clause 
never intended that the judges or any one or more of 
them should have power to alter the General Rules made by 
the chiefs. The provision clearly referred to the special cir- 
cumstances of individual cases—any young man, in fact, who 
could show just cause, was to come up for a judge's order to 
have his examination dispensed with. However, the three 
chiefs and the Master of the Rolls have made the supplemen- 
tary rule under that proviso, and it does include the two ex- 
aminations of which I have spoken, and we therefore praeti- 
cally have what we wanted, although we could wish it had been 
done under the proper section of the Act. The judges them- 
selves, it is true, are the final court of appeal in this matter, and 
if anybody says a young man has not properly passed, the 
question will come before them, and they will doubtless sup- 
port their own rule. As it may be interesting to this meeting 
to know what has been actually done under our new 

of examination, I have obtained a statement up to the present 
time. With regard to the preliminary examinations, they are 
very liberally provided for so far as places are concerned, for 
there are twenty-four towns in which they may be conducted. 
The first preliminary examination took place on the 10th and 
lith of February, 1862, at three different places—London, 
Liverpool, and Cardiff. At London there were seventeen can- 
didates, of whom fourteen passed and three were postponed; at 
Liverpool there were four candidates, of whom three passed and 
one was postponed through illness; and at Cardiff there weretwo, 
both of whom passed. So that out of twenty-three presenting 
themselves, nineteen passed and four were postponed; and in 
comparing this result with the result of other examinations, 
such as those at the Universities, the per-centage of those 
postponed shows that our examinations provide a substantial 
test of ability. ‘The rejected amount to 17°39 per cent. The 
next examination was held on May the 12th and 13th, at 
London, Birmingham, Exeter, Leeds, Liverpool, and New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. ‘The per-centages were, London, 51 candi- 
dates, 23°53 rejected; Birmingham, 9, rejected, 33°33; Bristol, 
14, rejected, 28°57; Exeter, 12, rejected, 41°66; Leeds, 10, re- 
jected, 40°0; Liverpool, 10, rejected, 40°0; and Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, 7, rejected, 57°14, The total result was 113 candidates, 
77 passed and 36 rejected, showing a per-centage of rejected, 
31°85. ‘The last examination took place in August, at London, 
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Birmingham, ‘Bristol, Leeds, Manchester, Newcastle-on- Tyne, 
and Plymouth. The per-centages were, London, 57, rejected, 
19°30; Birmingham, 4, rejected, 75°0, Bristol 8, rejected, 12°5; 
Leeds, 6, rejected, 16°66: Manchester, 11, rejected, 36°36; 
Newcastle, 5, rejected, 20°0; and Plymouth, 5, rejected, 20°0. 
The total result of this examination was, 96 candidates, 74 
passed and 22 rejected, showing a per-centage of 2291. Taking 
the result of all these examinations, there were 232 candidates 
—passed, 170; rejected, 62; per-centage of rejected, 26°72. 
I have also the results of the intermediate examinations 
for testing the knowledge of articled clerks when they are half- 
way through their articles. The kind of examination will 
be shown by the subjects which have been appointed for 
1863, which are Book-keeping, the second book of Stephen's 
‘“Commentaries founded on Blackstone,” comprising the 
Rights of Property, 4th edition, 1858; F. O. Haynes’ “ Out- 
lines of Equity,” 1858; and J. W. Smith’s “ Elementary 
View of an Action at Law,” 7th edition, by Prentice, 1860. 
This examination first came into operation in Easter Term 
last, when four candidates presented themselves, all of whom 
were graduates, and all passed; and in ‘Trinity Term 
twelve presented themselves, and eleven passed. Of these 
twelve, four were graduates and eight were ten-year clerks, 
and I confess I am happy to suy that the one postponed was 
not a graduate. It may strike you that, considering the large 
number of towns where the preliminary examinations may be 
held, the number of those where examinations have been held 
is.small; and I believe that in consequence of the expense of 
conducting these examinations, the council have felt themselves 
obliged, when from any town only one or two candidates apply 
to be examined, to arrange that the candidates shall goto the 
nearest town where an examination has been arranged. And 
this brings me to another point, and that is, the expense of 
these examinations, a subject I approach with some difficulty, 
being myself a London solicitor. When we have been pressing 
upon the council this system of country examinations, we 
have always assured them of the cordial co-operation of 
the country solicitors; Now, in London the examiners have 
to draw up lists of papers, to conduct the examinations, 
to read through the answers, and state the result. In fact, a 
London examiner has four or five days of such labour 
as entirely interferes with the ordinary business of his office, 
That labour is conducted entirely gratuitously. The exami- 
nations in the country do not entail half the trouble. The 
papers are sent down to men of established character and repu- 
tation in the profession, and all they are required to do is to 
come into such a room as this, to hear the young men read, to 
dictate a few sentences, and to see that there is no copying 
going on while they are writing the answers to their papers. 
They have ro judgment to exercise as to the relative merits of 
the different papers, but just to send them back to London 
again. There is not much trouble about it, and it would not 
materially interfere with business. Of course you cannot see 
clients, but you may settle drafts and read and write letters. 
For this service the council from the first decided to pay a 
fee, but I feel sure that if it had been put fairly before the 
country solicitors the work would have been done gratuitously 
as readily as it isin London. I could point out solicitors 
from all parts of England now in this room who would, I am 
certain, be only too happy to render such assistance, but. unfor- 
tunately they were not asked. The council made a resolution 
to pay the examiners < fee of three guineas each per day. It 
is true this fee has been declined in some instances, but as a rule 
it remains as a liability; and the result is that each examina- 
tion is considered to cost the Incorporated Law Society about 
fourteen guineas, and as the candidates only pay £2 each it 
becomes in many cases a positive loss to the funds. As a Lon- 
don solicitor I do not propose to move any resolution whatever, 
but having put the matter fairly before the meeting I leave the 
country solicitors to deal with it as they think fit. 

Mr. J. W. Wuatetey (Birmingham) concurred entirely 
with the remarks of Mr. Shaen respecting the fees, and stated 
that when he undertook the office of examiner in Birmingham 
he refused to take the fee, as did also two other gentlemen who 
had filled the office at other times. 

Mr. W. Morcan (Birmingham) asked whether Mr. Shaen 
could state how many undergraduates had been articled since 
the last Act. He knew instances, one in the case of his own 
son, where the blander which deprived young men who had 
passed the middle-class examinations of the ddvantages of the 
reduction of the term to four years, had been overcome by 
subsequently obtaining a position in the first division on matri- 





culation at one of the universities. The error in the Act to 
which Mr. Shaen had referred had thus led up to a higher 
educational position than was first contemplated; and he wished 
to know in what number of cases this had occurred ? 

Mr. SuAEN said he had no means of arriving at the informa- 
tion. He added that there was one other subject which he had 
omitted to mention. It was the practice of all the universities 
to publish the questions for examination, but up to the present 
time that had not been done in these preliminary examinations. 
He thought it was not only due to the candidates but to the 
examiners themselves that this should be done in future. 

Mr. A. RyLanp (Birmingham) agreed with Mr. Shaen both 
with respect to the withdrawal of the fees to examiners and 
with respect to the publication of the questions, and he gave 
notice that on the following morning he should move a resolu- 
tion embodying both suggestions. 

Mr. Raprorp (Manchester) agreed that the fee should be 
discontinued, and stated that at the examination in Manchester 
neither he nor his colleague would consent to receive the fees. 

Mr. Eppison (Leeds) also thought the fees should be 
discontinued, and quite agreed that the examination questions 
should be published. It was due to the young men, and the 
examiners too, that they should know what they were to be 
examined upon. There was one question proposed last time 
that he was not able to answer himself, and had not answered 
yet. He should support cordially a resolution to publish the 
questions. 

On the suggestion of the president, and on the understand- 
ing that Mr. Ryland’s motion would meet both suggestions, the 
discussion was closed. 

As soon as the meeting resumed its sitting the next morning, 
Mr. A. Ryland (Birmingham) moved the following/resolution in 
accordance with his notice on the previous day:—“ That the 
managing committee of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law As- 
sociation be requested to communicate with the Provincial Law 
Societies, and with the leading members of the profession in the 
twenty-four cities and towns in which local preliminary ex- 
aminations are authorised to be held, with the object to provide 
satisfactory arrangements for the gratuitous conduct of those 
local examinations, and that such arrangements be submitted 
to the council of the Incorporated Law Society for their sanc- 
tion; that the committee also be reqnested to submit to the 
council the expediency of publishing from time to time, after 
the examinations, the questions used in the preliminary and in- 
termediate examinations.” 

Mr. Epp1son seconded the motion, and he, Mr. Hope Shaw, 


Mr. Payne (Liverpool), Mr. Radford (Manchester), and Mr. © 


Gill (Liverpool), concurred in its terms. It was carried unani- 
mously ; 


n- 
v 


THE DECLARATION OF TITLE AND TRANSFER 
OF LAND ACTS, 1862, 

At the recent meeting of the Metropolitan and Provincial 

Law Association at Birmingham, two papers “ On the Declara- 

tion of Title and Land Transfer Acts of 1862,” one by Mr. 





W. StRICKLAND Cookson, and the other by Mr. Jonn Turner, | 


were read, 

The paper by Mr. Cookson was read by the Secretary, and 
was as follows :— 

On the 29th July, 1862, the Royal assent was given to “ An 
Act to fecilitate the Proof of Title to and Conveyance of Real 
Estates,” and by means of its provisions “a grand experiment 
in legal reform,” is to be tried. 

In her Majesty’s message, at the close of the session, the Act 


is referred to as one which “ will add to the value of real pro _ 


perty, will make titles more simple and secure, and will di- 
minish the expense attending purchases and saies.” 

The great organ of public opinion in this country, on the 
day after the prorogation, observed that ‘we have at last 
grappled with the difficult question of the transfer of land, 
and if it should happen, as we are not without apprehension it 
will, that the present Act requires amendment in many im- 
portant particulars, we have doubtless gained much by estal-" 
lishing a principle, the rectification of which will be com- 
paratively easy.” 

Ample materials for an interesting historical essay might be 
found in the many and varied incidents through which this’ 
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subject, “with strange vicissitude,” has passed since the 
session of 1851, when the late Lord Campbell brought in a 
bill for the registration of assurances relating to land. Refer- 
ence might be made to the bill of 1853, brought in by Lord 
Cranworth; to the proceedings and report of the select com- 
mittee of the House of Commons in the same session ; to the 
Report of the Royal Commissioners in 1857 ; to the bills in 
1859 of Sir Hugh Cairns, when Solicitor-General, and the 
discussions which followed their introduction; to the bill 
which was brought in by the present Lord Chancellor in the 
last session, and which has now become the “ Ast to facilitate 
the Proof of ‘Title to and the Conveyance of Real Estate;” to its 

through the ordeal of a select committee of the House 
of Lords, and the changes which were made in it by that 
committee, including the omission of the compensation clause; 
to the further changes effected iu it in the House of Commons, 
and to the opinions expressed and suggestions offered in in- 
numerable papers which have issued from the press, evincing, 
in a greater or less degree, a knowledge of the subject and its 
difficulties, 

But our time will be more usefully employed on the present 
occasion if, leaving behind us all the discussions which have 
retarded or conduced to the present result, we take the Act 
into our hands and ask ourselves and each other’ what it 
means; whether the machine can be worked, and how; 
whether defects in it do really exist which, as apprehended by 
the Times, will require its amendment in many important par- 
ticulars, and what its effect will be on our clients, their lands, 
and their purses. 

The Act contains 140 sections, the first section confining 
the operation of the Act to England, and the remaining 139 
being divided into four parts, intituled respectively — 

Part 1.—As to the registration of real estates, and the title 
thereto. 

Part 2,—Simplification of title by judicial sales, 

Part 3.—As to the transfer of registered land. 

Part 4.—General provisions to facilitate registration. 

Part 1 establishes a register, declares to what the register 
shall be confined, and by whom application for registration 
may be made (sects, 2, 3,4.) The rest of part 1 is subdi- 
vided in the following manner :— 

1st. Proceedings to obtain registration of a title’as inde- 
feasible (sections 5 to 15 inclusive). 

2nd. As to the record of title (sections 16 to 19 inclusive). 

3rd. Where an indefeasible title shall arise (sections 20 to 
* 24 inclusive). 

4th. Proceedings for registration without an indefeasible 
title (section 26). 

5th. Registration of leasehold estates (section 26). 

_ 6th, General provisions as to title (sections 27 to 34 inclu- 
sive). 

7th. Caveat against entry of land on register (sections 35 
to 40 inclusive). 

Part 2 relates wholly to sales by the Court of Chancery, 
and is not subdivided (sections 41 to 62 inclusive). 

Part 3 declares by what modes registered land may be con- 
veyed, and how the parties are to convey; permits certain 
forms of conveyance, and declares the rights of persons taking 
under them (sections 63 to 67 inclusive), and contains 
numerous provisions under the subdivision “as to land certifi- 
cates ” (sections 68 to 88 inclusive). 

Part 4 is divided under three general heads, some of which 
are again subdivided. Thus, under the general head of pro- 
visions to facilitate registration, means are supplied of relieving 
land from money charges and price rights which may be com- 
pensated by money, in cases where the charges or rights are 
doubtfui, or the ownership is not ascertained, and of deter- 
mining the priority of charges (sections 89 to $2 inclusive); 
and the rest of the first general head of part 4 is subdivided 
in the following manner :— 

1, As to restraint of conveyance (sections 93 to 95 inclu- 
sive). 

2. Caution (sections 96 to 100 inclusive), 

3. Injunction (sections 101 to 104 inclusive) 

4. Penalty on fraud, &c. (sections 105 to 107 inclusive). 

The second general head of part 4 is intituled “ Office of 
Land Registry, Powers of Court of Chancery, and Miscella- 


neous,” and relates to the establishment of a register office. | 


registrar, assistant-registrar, examiners of title, salaries of 
officers, retiring pensions, and superannuation sllewances 
(sections 108 to 113 inclusive), 

The third general head of part 4 is intituled “ General Pro- 
visions,” and contains enactments relative to Crown lands, 
married women, persons under disability, administration of 





oaths, loss of land certificate and granting new certificates, 
making rules and orders by the Lord Chancellor, appoint- 
ment of additional clerks, printing and promulgation of forms, 
seal of office, addresses of proprietors, and framing of general 
orders by the registrar (sections 114 to 126 inclusive). 

The rest of the third general head of part 4 is subdivided 
under the heads of— 

1. Fees (127 to 133 inclusive). 

2. Proceedings in Chancery (sections 134, 135). 

3. Forms (section 136). 

4. Inspection of register (section 137), 

5. Fraud (sections 133, 139). 

The last section of the Act (140) is included under the 
subdivision “Fraud,” but obviously by mistake, for it has 
nothing to do with fraud. It interprets the terms used in the 
previous sections, and declares what certain words include and 
mean; and, although placed last in order, must be read first, 
or the meaning of the Act will not be reached. For instance, 
it declares that the word “land” (in the singular number) 
shall include messuages, tenements, and hereditaments, corpo- 
real or incorporeal. 

It is much to be regretted that section 140 did not follow 
immediately after the first section. Had it done so, the framer 
of the Act would probably, throughout the Act, have used the 
word “ land” wherever land, as defined by the 140th section, 
was intended to be referred to; the words “ estates,” “ real 
estates,” “ lands” would not have been substituted for “ land,” 
and we should not have seen the word “ estate” representing, 
in the “same sentence, “land” and the owner's interest in 
“Jand.” 

Accuracy of expression in this respect might also have led 
the framer of the Act to pay more attention than he has done 
to accuracy of expression in other respects. The mind of an 
attentive reader of the Act is often placed in a state of extreme 
perplexity by a disregard of one of the first canons of legal 
composition—namely, “that the same word shall always be 
used where the same thing is meant.” 

Numerous instances of the framer’s inattention to this canon 
may be found; for example— 

Part 1, which relates not only to land of freehold tenure, 
but also to leasehold interests in land of freehold tenure, is 
intituled “registration of real estates, and the title thereto,” 
instead of “ registration of land and the title thereto.” 

Section 2 declares that there shall be established a “ registry 
of the title to landed estates,” instead of a ‘‘ register of title to 
land.” 

Section 3 enacts that the registry shall be confined to 
estates of freehold tenure, and leasehold estates in freehold 
lands—meaning that the register shall be confined to land of 
freehold tenure, and leasehold interests in land of freehold 
tenure.” 

Section 14 declares that two of the books shall be called 
“the register of estates with an indefensible title” and “ the 
record of title to lands on the registry,” and directs that the 
first mentioned book shall contain a description of the esate, 
meaning “land.” A more accurate name for the first book 
would have been “the register of land,” and for the second 
“ the record of title to /and on the register.” 

That section directs that in the record of title shall be 
entered, in concise terms, an exact record of the existing 
“ estates,” powers, and interests in the land registered; so that in 
the same section the word “estate” is used to indicate the 
land and the estates or interests in the land. 

In section 25 it is provided that evidence shall be given 
“that the ancestcr was in the enjoyment of the estate as 
owner,” meaning that he was in the enjoyment of the land as 
owner; and in the same section a judge is empowered to 
direct “ a transfer of the and to the register of estates,” and 
the registrar is thereupon to make up.a proper record of title 
to such land, and the applicant and @her persons named in 
such record of title areto have the same estates, rights, and 
privileges as if the land had been registered with an inde- 
feasible title. The so-called “register of estates” is a 
register of “/and” and nothing else, and the record of title 
is the register of “estates” in “ land.” 

Section 26 commences with the words “ leasehold estates— 
namely, lands demised for terms of years,” meaning “lands 
demised for terms of years, and the estates and interests 
therein; ” and in a subsequent part of the same section, the very 
odd expression occurs of “such estates and interests in the 
leasehold estates.” (Estates in estates!) The intention being 
to describe “ such estates and interests in land demised,” &c. 

Section 28 enacts that “ land entered on the register may at 
the option of the proprietor be registered as one estale or as 








880 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Oct. 25,1862, 


separate estates, but the particulars of each estate shall form a 
separate record in the register.” The first impression produced 
on the mind of the reader by these words will probably be, that 
“land ” means “land” and “ estate” means the interest in land, 
and that it authorises, for example, A.B, to be registered as 
possessed of a given estate in land, and C.D. to be registered as 
possessed of another given esfate in the same land, so as to 
enable each to deal with his estate in theland, But on further 
consideration, the reader will perhaps venture a conjecture that 
the enactment is intended to enable the owner to divide his 
land on the register into distinct parcels. 

Section 57 enacts that every vesting order may direct the 
registrar to enter the name of the person entitled (i.¢., entitled 
to the land specified) on the register as the proprietor of the 
land. But the register (see section 14) is to contain only a 
description of the land, and a reference to the “ record of title;” 
and the record of title is to contain the name of the proprietor, 
and to define his estate and interest in the land. 

Section 59 provides that where, upon the first registration of 
land under a vesting order, notice of any incumbrance affecting 
such land has been entered on the register, the registrar shall, 
on proof of the discharge of such incumbrance, enter a memo- 
randum of such discharge on the register, The register here 
referred to must be the register of incumbrances, but the ex- 
pression is so often used in the Act to denote the register of 
estates (land) as to make it matter of surprise that the par- 
ticular register intended was not more exactly indicated. 

. Section 115 contains provisions applicable to married 
women, and it would have been more convenient, as well as 
more consistent with skilful arrangement, if all the provisions 
specially applicable to married women had heen introduced 
into this section. But a provision that, where the Court sees 
fit, it may appoint a person to act as the next friend of a 
married woman for the purpose of any proceeding under the 
Act, and from time to time remove or change such next friend, 
is appended to section 116, which relates to minors, idiots, and 
lunatics, 

There are nearly a score of instances in which the word 
“registry” is used for “register.” The former word is 
generally understood to mean the building in which the pro- 
cess of registration is carried on, and the latter to designate 
the book in which the entries are made. Sometimes the word 
register seems to mean the book called “the register of 
estates,” and sometimes the book called “the record of title,” 
and sometimes the book called “ the register of mortgages and 
incumbrances,” and sometimes all the three books as to- 
gether constituting the register, as in sections 57 and 64. And 
there are about a dozen instances of the word “ estate” being 
used where “land” is intended. 

Defects of composition lead inevitably to litigation, and it is 
much to be feared that a great amount of costly litigation, 
which might have been spared, will arise — if registration 
under this Act be extensively resorted to—before a meaning 
can be confidently attached to many of the expressions. 

It has already been mentioned that the interpretation clause 
(section 140) declares that the word “land” shall include 
“*messuages, tenements, and hereditaments, corporeal or incor- 
poreal,” but the clause is silent as to the word “estate.” If 
that word, where it is used for land, should be held not to in- 
clude all that the word “ land ” is declared to include, the Act 
has involved us ina labyrinth of confusion, from which we 
may look in vain for a clue to extricate us. 

Of course nothing ought to be inserted in any of the books 
of register but what is authorised by the Act, and probably 
the insertion of anything not authorised will have no legal ope- 
ration. ‘The question, therefore, becomes one of vital impor- 
tance, what construction the judges will put on the word 
“estate,” where used for land, and on the word “ register.” 

The scheme of registration proposed by the Act appears to 
be open to several serioys objections. 

The first objection arises from the difficulties and responsi- 
bilities which must often attend the preparation, for the record 
of title, of an exact record in concise terms of the existing 
estates, powers, and interests in the Jand (section 14). No- 
thing, perhaps, is more difficult to a lawyer than to express 
concisely, and with absolute accuracy, the whole effect of a 
written instrument. One of our most eminent conveyancers, 
who was recently asked which of the two he would prefer 
drawing for the same fee,—the deed, or the concise summary of 
it for the record of title—unhesitatingly said “ the deed.” 

The second objection is the necessity, involved in indefeasi- 
bility of title, of finally determining in all cases except those 
of disputed boundary which may be left undecided (section 
16), the identity of the land with the description given of it 














in the deeds. This objection is forcibly stated in the petition 
of the Incorporated Law Society to the House of Commons, 
and need not be repeated. Every practising solicitor knows 
that in a great majority of cases the evidence of identity esta- 
blishes nothing more than a reasonable probability. =. 

The third objection is, that the record of title will in- 
evitably become, under another name, a registration of assu- 
rances, 

Section 16 appears to be limited in its operation to the 
first making up of the record of title, and not to extend to the 
continuing of the record. The preceding sections, 5 to 15 
inclusive, state the proceedings necessary to obtain original 
registration of title as indefeasible, and appear to be confined to 
it, and section 16, which immediately follows, states that in the 
record of title, so made as aforesaid, the registrar is empowered 
to specify or define ary exception or qualification or ‘condition, 
and also to reserve expressly the right of any person or class 
of persons, and to describe any outstanding right, &c., subject 
to which such registration is made, and the registrar in certain 
cases is to specify, upon the record of title, the existence of 
disputed questions of boundary, and that the registration is 
made subject thereto. 

Section 32, however, enacts that “from and after the 
registration of any land, every estate or interest, use, trust, 
mortgage, charge, lien, right, or title granted, declared, arising, 
becoming vested, or in any manner created or coming into 
existence in, to, upon, out of, or affecting such land or any 
part thereof (except as herein excepted) shall be entered, 
described, or noticed in the record of title or register of in- 
cumbrances to be so kept as aforesaid.” 

Section 87 it is true provides that “the registrar, upon the 
application of the person entitled under any registered in- 
strument, or upon its being proved that the purpose of such 
instrument is determined or satisfied, may remove the same 
from the register and erase or cancel any official note thereof, 
and thereupon such instrament and any memorial thereof 
may be destroyed or otherwise dealt with as the registrar may 
think fit.” 

But if the exact effect of the instrument be woven into the 
texture of the record of title it is difficult to see how it is to 
be removed. 2 

The 103rd section emphatically declares that “nothing 
contained in this Act shall take away or affect the existing 
jurisdiction of courts of equity on the ground of actual 
fraud,” and the 105th section declares that “ the act or thing 
done or obtained by means of fraud or falsehood shall be null 
and void to all intents and purposes, except as against a 
purchaser for valuable consideration without notice.” 

It may safely be asserted that with these enactments before 
him no prudent conveyancer will consider that he can faith- 
fully discharge his duty to a purchaser or mortgagee without 
seeing every instrument of which the record of title makes 
mention—at any rate, until it shall have been decided by the 
highest judicial tribunal what is “actual fraud” and what 
is “notice” within the meaning of the Act. 

Does “ actual fraud” mean something different from fraud 
as defined by courts of equity ? Is it confined to fraud for which 
the -perpetrator may be indicted; and if so, is conviction 
necessary ? 

Does “ notice” in the 105th section mean something differ- 
ent from that which courts of equity have held to be notice ? 
If a purchaser has notice of a deed is he, as heretofore, to be 
held to have notice of the whole contents of the deed ? Does 
“ notice” include constructive notice, or is it confined to direct 
or actual notice ? 

If a purchaser cannot be assured that he is safe unless he 
inspects every,instrument of which the register gives him notice, 
thenwill anything te permanently gained in the way of sim- 
plifying title, or lessening the expense and responsibilities of 
investigation ? 

No tables of fees having been fixed and published, it would 
be useless to attempt the consideration of the question of the 
expense of putting land upon the register with an indefeasible 
title. 

In conclusion, I beg leave to refer to some “ Observations on 
registration of title with reference to the bill for the transfer 
of land, by a solicitor of Lincoln’s-inn, of forty years’ standing,” 
which were written when the bill was in the House of Lords, 


Mr. Turner then read his paper, which is as follows:— 

At the meeting of this society held in the year 1859 I brought 
to your attention the evils to be apprehended from a general 
land registry, as contemplated by the bills of Sir Hugh Cairns, 
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and which bills had received almost the unanimous support of 
the House of Commons. 

A measure which promised to make the transfer of land as 
inexpensive, simple, and easy of transfer as stock, and 
which, if realized, would open a new channel for speculation, 
and the foundation of a land stock exchange, where estates could 
change hands fifty times in a day, could not fail to exercise a 
fascinating influence over a large portion of the community, and 
the fallacies of such notions were unwelcome facts to those per- 
sons who relied upon theories which have not been realized. 
The discussions which took place in 1859 have not been with- 
out advantage on subsequent legislation, inasmuch as special 

ision has been made in the present bills to meet the ob- 
jections then pointed out; and I trust that the members of this 
association will express their. views upon recent measures with 
the same freedom from restraint which marked their former 
discussions, It is only by argument that cannot be opposed by 
reason that the evils or benefits of a law can be ascertained, 
and a discussion free from bias and prejudice will, I hope, not 
fail to have an influence on those persons who have the exe- 
cution of the recent laws. During the last session of Parlia- 
ment two bills of great importance Lave been passed ; and what- 
ever opinions may have been entertained as to the expediency 
of such measures they must now be accepted as accomplished 
facts. Both bills require serious consideration. They profess 
to have in view the same object—viz., the cheapening of the 
transfer of land. 

Tue DeciaRation oF TitLe Act proposes to effect this 
object by giving a judicial declaration of title, which declara- 
tion may be accepted by a purchaser as the root of the title, 
and as conferring an indefeasible estate upon its possessor. A 
conveyance need only recite that a vendor is possessed of pro- 
perty, as appears by a judicial declaration of title and certifi- 
cate, and the contract for sale and purchase, and the price 
agreed, and convey the same in a concise form to the purchaser. 
The covenants for title now usual will be ‘unnecessary, and 
expense will be lessened in future dealings with the property. 
In all future purchases of considerable amount a stipulation for 
a judicial title will probably not be considered unreasonable, 
and it is impossible to deny the benefits of such a system both 
to the profession and to the public. 

The professional adviser will be relieved from the risk of 
having to make good to his client the value paid for an estate 
in case of loss owing to a bad title having been accepted, for an 
unimpeachable title will be deduced, and the purchaser can 
afterwards, without any further investigation of antecedent 
dealings with the land, refer to his purchase-deed and the certi- 
ficate of judicial title as sufficient evidence against all the world. 
If the purchaser so desires he may have the judicial declaration 
and certificate placed upon the land registry provided by the 
Land Transfer Act, and it will then become subject to the 
provisions of that Act. To the principle of a judicial declara- 
tion and the cheap machinery for obtaining it I can see no ob- 
jection; and I think it may, with advantage to our clients, be 
usefully adopted in many cases. The mode of proceeding 
prescribed is simple. On a petition the Court, if a prim facie 
title is shown, is to make an order to investigate the same, 
which will probably be done in the same manner as on a refer- 
ence under a decree for specific performance, and upon a cer- 
tificate of the result the Court is to make a declaratory order 
nisi, 

This order, together with a description of the land, is to be 
served upon every adjoining landowner, and is then to be ad- 

, and if no cause is shown by some rival claimant to the 
land, an order absolute is to be made. A certain time is then to 
elapse, to give any person interested time to appeal, aud if there 
is no appeal a certificate is to be issued, stating the fact and 
the title. To meet the case of sales in lots the Act provides 
that separate declarations and separate certificates may be 
granted by the Court, and if a certificate is lost a duplicate may 
be obtained. The advantages to be derived from adopting the 
provisions of the Act are that owners of land contemplating a 
sale may have the title investigated and declared to be valid 
before putting it up to auction, and the value Will be enhanced 
by a statement that the land has a judicial title. Tho vendor 
can have no fear of objections to the title, and the purchaser will 
know that the expense of conveyance will be light, 

Tue Lanp Transrer Act combines registration, judicial 
sales, and transfers. It provides for registration with an inde- 
feasible title and registration without an indefeasible title. The 

ion of its benefits is purely voluntary, so that no one ob- 
jecting to its provisions need avail himself of them. The Act 
provides that lands situated in the counties of York and Mid- 
dlesex, if placed on the register, need not be registered in those 





counties under the existing Registry Acts, thus giving the 
benefit of a title registry in those counties instead of a mere 
registry of deeds which now exists, 

(Mr. Turner then proceeds to describe the mode of proceed- 
ing to obtain registration of title and also a transfer.] 

The 64th section of the Act provides that on the occasion 
of any sale, mortgage, or. other disposition of registered land, 
or of any estate therein, the parties or their agents duly 
authorized may attgnd at the registry office to complete the 
transaction. The description of the land and of the estate 
therein proposed to be conveyed shall be taken from the regis- 
ter of estates and record of title, and inserted under the super- 
intendence of the registrar in one of the statutory forms of 
conveyance described in the schedule to the Act, and such 
conveyance shall be executed by the parties or their agents in 
the présence of and attested by such persons as the registrar 
shall approve of, and shall then and there (together with the 
powers of attorney) be delivered to the registrar for the pur- 
poses of registration, who shall make the proper entries in the 
register accordingly. 

This clause is in accordance with the practice recently in- 
troduced in the Court of Probate, of providing official persons 
to transact business without the intervention of a member of 
the profession. It is also the plan of transferring land adopted 
in Austria and Prussia, and if it is really a beneficial amend- 
ment of the law I am sure that no lawyer will object to it on 
the score of professional loss. Ihave been told that the system 
works well in Austria, where forgeries are not numerous, and I 
have been asked why the plan should not succeed in England. 
My reasons for thinking that the plan is not suited to England 
are that the difference of our laws, our customs, our freedom, 
and our habits are such that it cannot with safety be applied. 
In Austria every man is known to the police and the local 
officials—his very words are noted, and he cannot sleep from 
his home a night without the fact being known to the police. 
If he contemplates selling his property, the fact is known be- 
forehand by the officials, who watch over every subject from 
the hour of his birth to the day of his death. Under such a 
system, it might be expected that the right to transfer land 
would be demanded by the state, and as the person of every 
man, especially if he has property, is so well known to the 
officials, there can be little risk of personation and forgery, 
unless the officials are privy to the fact. In England no man 
is watched unless he has been guilty of crime, and from the 
freedom from restraint in which we live, the birthright and 
boast of every Englishman, it is easy to foresee that no amount 
of precaution can, under such a system, prevent personation 
and false transfers being made. We have not forgotten the in- 
genious fraud of John Sadleir, at one time a Lord of the Trea- 
sury, whocut from a deed the seal of the Irish Encumbered 
Estates Commission, and attached it to a deed with forged sig- 
natures, on which he borrowed money from Messrs. Wilkinson, 
Gurney, & Stevens. There are men whose talent for evil is 
equal to that of Mr, Sadleir’s, who will watch their opportunity 
to take advantage of the easy method opened by this transfer 
system. France has her system of registration on the transfer 
of land, but it is comparatively free from State interference. 
The notaries, a body of men holding the same position in 
France and exercising similar duties to the attorneys and soli- 
citors in England, make all transfers of land, and keep the re- 
gister books. In fact the register is not unlike the court roll 
of a manor—the deed given to a purchaser being a transcript 
from the entry on the register, and receivable in evidence as of 
equal value to the original entry. The office of notary is 
bought and sold, and the land register books are transmitted 
to the successor in office, without any interference from the 
State. The holders of these offices are most influential per- 
sons, and from their intimate knowledge of parties and local 
owners of land within their district, personation and fraudulent 
transfers are of rare occurrence. ‘The punishment for fraudu- 
lent transfers of land is also unusually severe, I am informed 
that the ad valorem duty payable on transfers in France de- 
prives the landowners of the benefit which might otherwise ac- 
crue from short conveyances and a registry system, the expence 
greatly exceeding the cost of conveyances.in England, and so 
much is the expense felt that it frequently prevents a sale 
taking place. 

Great credit is due to our Government for overlooking poli- 
tical claimants in the nppointment of registrar under the re- 
cent Act, and for selecting the best man for the office, without 
regard to political interests. I think that this departure from 
a vicious system should be marked by the profession by a 
loyal determination to give the Act every possible support, and 
by furnishing suggestions for amendment where necessary. 
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The possibility of fraud hy permitting non-professional persons 
to transact transfer business through the registrar may be 
avoided by a distinct enactment that no transfer shall be made 
unless through the agency of professional men. 

The Bank of England require a similar security, by means 
of stock-brokers, in the transier of stock, without whose inter- 
vention it would be impossible to prevent extensive frauds. ‘The 
Incorporated Law Society already possess a general supervision 
over the profession, and if this body were to obtain a charter 
of incorporation as a college of attorneys with the rights and 
privileges which attach to collegiate institutions, and formed a 
fund to guarantee the public agains: any loss through the em- 
ployment of its members, the profession would obtain a posi- 
tion which would render their employment in the transfer of 
land under the Act highly conducive to the iriterests of the 
profession and to the safe working of the measure. At present 
there is no provision for redress for losses by means of false 
transfers of land and personation. The employment of profes- 
sional men, whose fidelity is guaranteed, would prevent the 
danger of such Joss, and if it arose through their instrumen- 
tality the loss could be made good by the whole body of prac- 
titioners, from the fand [ have referred to. 

I throw out these suggestions for your consideration in con- 
nexion with the 64th and 137th sections of the Act. Under 
the last of these clauses avy person may inspect the register if 
authorised by a proprietor of land, and there is no means pro- 
vided for protection against a forged authority. General orders 
may make some provision for this omission, but the circum- 
stance shows how necessary it is that the intervention of pro- 
fessional men should be obtained in any dealing with land 
under the new system, 

The 131st section of the Act authorises the Lord Chancellor 
to fix a scale of fees payable to solicitors for services rendered 
by them, which may be based on an ad valorem principle. 
This scale should be safficiently liberal to compensate for any 
loss which may arise from the system of transfer proposed to 
be introduced, otherwise there will, apart from all other objee- 
tions, be a disinclination to place land upon the registry. The 
benefit to be derived from the Act is that it will save expense 
to the owners of incumbered estates, as an investigation of 
title will not be necessary upon a transfer of a mortgage. The 
register itself will show the fact, and that there is a good sub- 
sisting title, Conveyances will be shortened whether the 
statutory forms are used or not, as all recitals showing the 
origin of the title, and covenants in the nature of warranty, 
will be unnecessary, and asa consequence of short conveyances, 
there will be less stamp duty to pay, and to the clients a 
saving of costs. The Act will therefore fulfil all it professes, 
although it may disappoint the expectations of those advocates 
of registration who looked to a new trade in the commerce of 
land. I may observe that there is no express provision for 
registering judgments, but it may be inferred that this is neces- 
sary, inasmuch as the 32nd section provides that every estate, 
use, trust, mortgage, charge, lien, right, or title granted, de- 
clared, arising, becoming vested, or in any manner created or 
coming into existence, in, to, upon, out of, or affecting lands 
on the register, shall be entered or noticed in the record of 
title or xegister of incumbrances, and the 84th section provides 
that the registrar is to make an official note of the effect of 
every instrument, judgment, order, or decree in the record of 
title of the person whose estate is aflected thereby. 

Is has been stated by the newspaper press that under the 
second part of the Act, which provides for simplification of 
title by judicial sales, the owners of incumbered estates will 
he enabled to confer an indefeasible title upon the purchasers 
notwithstanding the incumbrances, but I have been unable to 
discover any authority in the Act for such a proposition. ‘The 
Court, it is presumed, will order a sale only in those matters 
in which a proper ease is made out, and this will certainly not 
take place in the absence of the mortgagecs, whose interests 
will be as much regarded as those of a mortgagor. Equally 
erroneous appears to be the assumption that had the Act been 
in existence before the death of Mr. Roupell's father, and he 
had availed himself of its provisions, it would have prevented 
his son’s forgeries. The direct contrary is the fact, as his son 
in such case need only have taken the forged deed and probate 
of the forged will, and got them registered. Had the regis- 

ar-required proof of the will, the same evidence as was 

eemed suflicient to obtain probate would probably have been 
considered sufficient, and notice to the heir-at-law would have 
produced no result, as he was not at the time acquainted with 
the forgeries. The purchasers of the property would, how- 
ever, have been secure, and could not have been defrauded, 
either of the estates purchased or of their money, The only 





loser would have been the heir-at-law, Mr. Roupell’s legitimat®. 
brother, and it is surely more just that such should be the; 
case, than that an innocent purchaser, who has taken every 
precaution in the investigntion of title, should be defrauded. 
In this respeet also the Act will prove a beneficial improvement 
of the law. 

A discussion then ensued upon the papers, which was opened 
by 

Mr. Tartor, of Bristol, who stated that he believed he 
was the first person to draw attention to a measure like that 
under discussion, and in two letters published in the Solicitors’ . 
Journal and the Law Times in 1856, he treated the subject. 
exhaustively though not in so extended a manner as Mr. Tur- 
ner had, but he believed he had concentrated all that gentie- 
mans objections. 

Mr. Gepye pointed out that the investigation of title under 
the old law was fraught with great expense and inconve- 
nience, and submitted that the first question to be considered 
was this—were they all unanimous that some well-devised 
economically working system of registration should prevail in 
this country? ‘The second was, supposing they were all agreed 
on that proposition, did they expect as reasonable practical 
men that any such system could possibly be made perfect at 
one attempt? For his part he thouglit such a system was 
necessary, and he thought, too, that it was an important change 
in the laws that could only be brought about by degrees. 
The present Acts, therefore, although very defective, especially 
in the fraud clauses as connected with indefeasible title, he 
aecepted as in some sort an instalment of better things to 
come in the future, 

Mr. Hore Suaw, of Leeds, said he had taken for many 
years past an active part in his own county of Yorkshire upon 
the question of registration, and, perhaps from the partiality 
which a person feels for a system to which he is accustomed, 
he confessed he had more faith in the system which existed in 
Yorkshire—admitting the necessity of some considerable amend- 
ment in it—than he had in any system proposed since, aud 
much more than he had in that which by the bill brought in 
by Lord Chelmsford had since become the law of the land, ' 
By the system in Yorkshire every deed affecting a title was 
registered by what was called a memorial, which memorial 
gave notice to all the world that a certain deed existed. It 
was the business of the purchaser to call for the production of 
it to satisfy himself that it did not affect the title; and it had 
been found upon the whole that that system was sufficient 
for the security of Yorkshire titles. He did not deny that 
the system was capable of improvement and he was favour- 
able to some considerable administrative changes which would 
reduce the expenses of registration, for instance, but on the 
whole the registration of the deed was practically found amply 
sufficient to secure the title. Now the objection he had gene- 
rally to these schemes of registration which. had been recently 
broached and which the present Act of Parliament had beea 
the first to carry into effect was this—they appeared to bo 
founded on a totally erroneous notion and—without using the: 
word in any offensive sense—on a very great i ce of the 


ordinary course of country practice, The promoters of these: 


bills seemed to have. framed their measures upon cases that 


came under the observation of a great London practitioner. : 


They were either litigated cases or where property to a great 
awount was involved, and where the utmost possible precaution 


was taken to see that the title was safe, Now, lawyers in the: 


country, dealing with a vast variety of small properties, never 


thought of taking all these extreme precautions about possible: 


dangers and difficulties, and they found ia practice that the 
conveyances they made were just as safe as those made in 
London. It seemed to him that they were introducing & great 
deal of complex machinery for the purpose of meeting that 
which, taken upon a large view of conveyancing practice, was 
really almost to be called exceptional—such Gases occur 80) 
rarely. He quite agreed with one speaker that ne scheme for 


any great alteration in the law could be perfected at once, and | 


therefore, the discussion of such schemes in meetings of tat. 
kind was very important, for it gave them an opportunity to 
suggest, to criticise, and to find fault with the schemes that: 
were proposed and even those that had found their way into 
the statute book. But he thought that he might say this on: 
the part of the profession—namely, that they should offer ao 
factious opposition to any scheme whatever, though at the same 
time they should not shut their mouths upon those imperfec-. 
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tions which their own observation showed to exist. Now these 
observations should be applied to the scheme of the bifl which 
had been under discussion that day. Was it possible for any- 
body to listen to those papers without seeing that in the first 
place this bill must inevitably give rise to a great number of 
questions of the greatest difficulty, a great deal of litigation, 
and a great deal of expense? and would it afford any protection 
against fraud? For his part he believed it would afford great 
facilities for fraud; and he further believed that had Mr. 
Roupell had the advantage of such a scheme as that it 
would have afforded him the greatest possible facility 
for making his frauds effectual. It would have afforded 
him the means of assuring the persons to whom he trans- 
ferred his property of his title, and thereby defrauding 
his family out of it. And then as to er parte applications to 
Chancery in case of fraud, he believed it would almost inevit- 
ably happen that there would be titles declared valid to the depri- 
yation of the true owner of the estate. As the bill originally 
stood he was to have compensation out of the consolidated 
fund, and he (Mr. Shaw) was surprised to sce that that was 
taken out. He, however, thought that was unjust, because the 
consolidated fund consisted of taxes levied upon all classes, 
the profits of the tradesman and the wages of the labourer. 
He could not see the justice of making that a guarantee fund 
for the owners of real property. He believed the Act would 
lead to a great deal of litigation, a great deal of uncertainty, 
and a great deal of injustice. 

Mr. W. Moron did not wish to enter into the discussion 
of the subject, but said he should feel grateful to large 
practitioners, as he believed many other solicitors round him 
would do, if those practitioners would tell them whether they 
proposed to avail themselves of the proposed scheme to get an 
indefeasible title. 

Mr. T, Kennepy said it was a very serious question as to 
whether the profession should advise their clients to proceed 
under the Act. A man might remain for years in undisturbed 

session of his property, and by going into court to make 
his title indefeasible might actually lose it.. In fact so strong 
was the feeling of the profession on that point that convey- 
ancers were drawing clauses in mortgage deeds to preclude the 
mortgagor from going to the ccurt to get an indefeasible title 
+—so apprehensive were they that the title might be invalidated. 
He believed it to be the case throughout the country that small 
titles would not bear strict investigation, and, for this reason— 

* the title was so generally well-known by repute that nobodys 
would trouble himself much about it. ‘The Act, in fact, was 
framed to meet exceptional cases. As to. the question of re- 
muneration which had been mentioned, he thought that the 
profession were under a misapprehension. For, as such Acts 
as these would necessarily produce a great deal of litigation, 
fees would necessarily be greatly increased, The great diffi- 
culty seemed to him to be between the registration of title and 
the registration of title deeds. If they could have a registra- 
tion of title, they might possibly cut the matter short. But 
as to the registration of title deeds it involved a much larger 
expense, because the purchaser would be bound to inquire into 
every title deed, His belief, in short, was that the expense 
would be so great, and the advantages so few, that the Act 
would become a dead letter. With regard to fraud, the Act 
seemed very absurd. It declared that the certificate of the 
registrar was to create an indefeasible title, and yet the Court 
of Chancery was to have power to set aside the title in cases 
of fraud. Thén what was the use of an indefeasible title if 
the Court of Chancery was to inquire into a case of fraud two 
or three years after and set aside that title. In that point at 
least—the giving an indefensible title—the Act would cer- 
tainty be a dead letter if it were not in several other points. 

Mr. Liverr (Bristol), said it might be that such a case as 
that of Mr. Roupell ‘could not be brought within the provisions 
of the Act, but the Act was not passed so much in reference to 
cases of great fraud as to make repeated investigations of title 
unnecessary. The questidn therefore was, did it facilitate the 
transfer of Iand by making frequent investigations of title unne- 
cessary ? He confessed that he did not think it did. He be- 
lieved that the trouble and expense of registering would be 
such that they would not be able to advise their clients to take 
advantage of its provisions, and that the ‘Act would in conse- 
quence become a dead letter. If you have a large property to 
sell out in lots, it might be all very well to have your title 
rendered indefeasible by registry—if you are sure of it. He 
did not think that that was a class of cases where solicitors 
might advise their clients to take advantage of the Act, for 





then they would have nothing to do but to present the pur- 
chaser with a short certificate of title, and that would simplify 
matters a great deal. But he thought it would be a very 
serious thing to advise their clients to take advantage of the 
Act in the case of every small title. There was one thing in 
the Act he very much objected to. The 32nd section required 
that all interests, claims, demands, and everything in the world 
relating to the estate should be put upon the register. Now the 
object of the Act was not to inquire into the title, but to facilitate 
the transfer of land, He should therefore have thought that 
it would have been quite sufficient to put upon the register 
those deeds only which affected the title of the present trans+ 
fer, Another thing that he thought ought to have been done 
was to have made it competent for the owner of any estate to 
put a limited title upon the register—that is, limited in point 
of time—that was to say that if you could trace the land back 
for sixty years, you might be at liberty to put on a title for 
thirty or forty years if you desired it, leaving everything that 
took place before that open to question, if you liked. Another 
thing very important was that there should be local registries; 
it would be very costly if all the business of country solicitors 
in the matter had to be transacted in London. But notwith- 
standing all these objections, he frankly owned that he was 
glad the Act had passed, for he did think it extremely impor- 
tant that something should be done to do away with the fre- 
quent investigations of title. ‘The Act would no doubt require 
some amendments, but he really did believe that with judicious 
amendment, founded on experience, it might be made the 
foundation of great good for the futare. They must all re- 
member that the cost of the registry office would be some- 
thing like £8,000 or £10,000 a year, and that if they did not 
make use of the Act that sum would be spent for nothing, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer he was sure would not suffer, and 
he was afraid that in the end the Act would be made compul- 
sory. The matter therefore required very earnest considera- 
on and he hoped it would receive that consideration at their 
ands. 

Mr. Epex, of Liverpool, said the subject divided itself into 
two parts—the one as to the owner of land getting a declara- 
tion of title, and the other registration. With regard to the 
provisions of the bill enabling the owner to obtain a declara- 
tion of title, he thought that they might be usefully employed 
as Mr. Livett had said, in the sale of large estates in small 
plots for building purposes. With regard to the registration 
system, it seemed to be founded on the assumption that the 
registration of land could be assimilated to the registration 
of stock. But there was this difference between the two 
things—the proprietor of land had it in his own possession, 
and could do what he pleased with it; stock was not in the 
possession of the owner; it was really in the possession of the 
Government, and it could not be transferred without the con- 
sent of the Government. In the latter case, therefore, there 
was a registration of title attached to the system itself; but in 
the former there was nothing of the kind. He could not see 
how the one system could be applied to the other. However, the 
Act was passed, and they had to consider whether or not it 
could be carried out. The object of registration was, as it 
appeared to him, that every deed or document relating to the 
title should be easy of access at the Registry Office, and that 
could not be done, so far as he could see, except by making 
complete and perfect indexes; and that had always been the 
great difficulty, But he was inclined to think that the diffi- 
culty had been greatly exaggerated; for he believed that the 
indexes in the county of York were very correctly kept; and 
he thought that some slight statutory enactments might make 
them much more simple. 

Mr. ANDERTON believed that neither Acts ot Parliament, 
registry offices, trouble, nor expense were wanted to procure an 
indefeasible title. He thought the profession had the whole 
power in their own hands. It could be done in the simplest 
manner possible, by just endorsing on the conveyance or upou 
the deed all the subsequent dealings with the property. The 
owner of the land then had the whole title in his own hands, 





| and could do what he liked with his property. 


Mr. Fry did not believe that any system of registration 
would prevent fraud, for it was always possible to suppress a 
deed; but he did think, with Mr. Livett, that the Act was a 
step in the right direction. 

Mr. Horr Suaw said that solicitors in Yorkshire were apt 
to think that their system of registration did afford complete 
security, and he knew of his own knowledge that it contributed 
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to the value of real property; and that was something towards 
it. They did not find instances to any extent where deeds 
were suppressed. Their system gave notice of everything af- 
fecting the title that was registered, and it was his duty to 
examine them. If any deed was unregistered, it did not 
affect his title. With regard to the registration by endorse- 
ment on the deed, he had always thought that there was very 
considerable weight in that. He should like it tried as an 
experiment, for it was by far the more simple and inexpensive 
system he knew of. 

Mr. Rose observed that it had been said that registration 
increased the value of the property, and avoided fraud. He 
did not think it did either. It had also been said that the Act 
would facilitate the transfer of land sold in lots. He only 
knew that he had made out ten leases for small plots of land 
which were registered in Middlesex, and he was sure that it 
would cost £100 to trace either of those plots. They could 
not identify it. This was so far as the registration itself was 
concerned, And then Mr, Cookson had shown them in his 
paper that thus the Act would iavolve the community in such 
a course of Jitigation as had never yet been seen. Mr. ‘l'urner 
had read a paper which was a panegyric upon registration ten 
years ago. but which had hardly any reference to the present 
Act of Parliament. After hearing that paper read, Mr. Morgan 
had asked whether Mr. ‘Turner would advise him to advise his 
clients to take advantage of the provisions of the Act. His 
(Mr. Rose’s) advice was that practitioners consulted by clients 
should say, “If you have your title deeds yourself, put them 
into an iron safe and sit upon them as hard and as long as you 
can.” It was nonsense to talk of an indefeasible title which might 
be subjected to’ investigation before the Court of Chancery. 
He certainly was surprised to hear Mr. Livett talk of the ad- 
vantages of registration in the case of large properties, when 
he knew that the person who took the allotment might at the 
cost of £2 have a good title, dated only from yesterday if he liked, 
and that registration would not add one iotato it. Between 
people who buy and sell, he, Mr. Livett, knew as well as he did, 
that they could make any conditions they pleased. As to the 
endorsements on the conveyances, of which Mr. Anderton had 
spoken, he knew it to be an everyday practice, and a very good 
practice too, with some solicitors; for if the deeds were in 
their own hands, frauds were almost impossible—or, at least, 
very difficult. That process was not costly. Registration 
would be, and it would not prevent fraud; for he believed that 
registration was the very agent which a Roupell would desire. 

Mr. SHAEN said that at almost all the meetings of the as- 
sociation their Yorkshire friends had said that from experience 
they liked Yorkshire registration, and their Middlesex friends 
had said that they could not bear the Middlesex registration. 
Now London had crept into three counties and in only one of 
those counties—-Middlesex—was there any registration, and if 
there was any value in registration he was satisfied that they 
would have found it out at the Auction Mart. They found 
that this registration did not affect properties much, and that if it 
did at all, it was to decrease the value of property in the regis- 
tration county because of the expense of searching for the 
title. For instance, if he had a property registered in the name 
of John Smith, of a certain district, he might search thirty 
registrations before he found the property. The cost was 
enormous. Registration, in his opinion, was a snare to th 
solicitor, and it would be worth a great deal of money to ge 
rid of it altogether. 

Mr. Epp1son and Mr, Lewis having made a few observa- 
tions as to the cost of registration, 

Mr. Turner briefly replied, and reminded the meeting that 
the arguments used would be of considerable value, provided 
they were discussing a measure that had not passed into law, 
but had little to do with a measure that was already established 
as the law of the land. He thought—and that was why he 
spoke somewhat favourably of the Act—that their duty as a 
profession was to make the best of it, He then answered some 
of the objections made to his remarks, and the discussion ter- 
minated, 
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Public Companies. 


Tue Baxx oy Hoxpustax, Caixa, AND JAPAN, 


Is announced to open for business in London on the Ist of 
November, and in India on the Ist of December. 
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ComMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY OF SYDNEY. 


The twenty-eighth hulf-yearly report of the directors of the 
Commercial Banking Company of Sydney has recently come 
to hand by the Australian mail. The net profits for the half- 
year, ending 30th June last, were £27,465, out of which a 
dividend was declared at the rate of 15 per cent. per annum, 
and £2,000 added to the reserve fund (which now stands at 
£66,000), leaving £1,465 of undivided profits to be carried 
forward. 


Tue Great WESTERN OF CANADA RAILWAY COMPANY 


Held their half-yearly meeting last week, at which the half- 
yearly report of the directors was adopted, and a dividend at 
the rate of 14 per cent. declared. Some changes were how- 
ever accomplished in the direction, and Mr. J. Young was ap- 
pointed one of the auditors. ‘These are subject to the further 
proceedings in Canada ; but even this progress says much for 
the current of opinion after the obstinate struggle made 
against the report of the accountants, and the views expressed 
through that medium on the general career of antecedent 
management. 

THe Ocean Marine Insurance Company 

Have given notice that an extraordinary general meeting of 
shareholders will be held’ on the 29th inst., for the purpose of 
considering the propriety of registering the company, under 
the Companies Act of 1862, as a company limited by shares, 
and, if deemed proper, of giving the necessary assent to its 
being so registered. 


Tue Lonpon and ProvinciAL Marine INSURANCE 
COMPANY 

Have also given notice of a similar proceeding, and the 
other companies will take measures for making the Act avail- 
able for their operations. 

Tur West Inp1A Royat Mam Steam Company 

By their report recommend a dividend of £2 per share 
only, free of income tax. ‘The French line of steamers to 
Brazil has caused competition, which will be further increased 
when the route to the West Indies is opened, 





At the meeting of the Oriental Bank Corporation on 
Thursday, an interim dividend of 7 per cent., or at the rate of 


14 per cent. per annum, was declared, free of income-tax, and _ 


the statement fmade on behalf of the directors was received 
as satisfactory. 


The Globe and the Liverpool and London Fire and Life 
Assurance Societies have amalgamated. ‘The Globe pro- 
prietors are to be entitled to a 6 per cent, dividend or a 6 per 
cent, annuity—their capital to be invested for their benefit, 
and their reserve to be divisible among them. The two com- 
panies are to assume the joint engagements, and the joint 
liabilites. 





PROJECTED COMPANIES. 

British Fire Prevention anp Insurance Company, 

This company has been formed for affording to the public 
increased protection against fire in connexion with fire insu- 
rance, and specially for taking up the large fire business ob- 
tainable through agents of life offices. To be incorporated as 
a limited liability company. Capital £500,090, in 100,000 
shares of £5 each, Solicitors, Davidson, Bradbury, Hard. 
wick & Carr, Basinghall-street. 

Tue Grays CHaLk Quarries Company (LIMITED). 

This company has been formed to work the deposits of chalk, 
flint, loam, and brick earth at Grays, in Essex, which have 
been up to the present time in the hands of Messrs. Meeson & 
Co., and also for carrying on at Stratford the business which 
has been conducted there by the same firm. Capital £50,000, 
in 5,000 shares of £10 each, with power to increrse~—Solici- 
tor, Arthur Francis, Esq., ‘Tokenhouse-yard, 

Sranparp Bank or Soutn Arnica. 

A prospectus has been issued of the Standard Bank of 
South Africa, with a capital of £1,000,000 in 10,000 shares: 
of £100 each, of which 5,000 are in the first instance to be 
put forth. The undertaking is to be in connexion with the 
Alliance Bank of London and Liverpool. 

Tux West Arnica Company (Limtrp) 


Has been organised with a capital of £250,000 in shares of 
£10 each, the object being to establish trading stations 
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factories, and depots for carrying out relations with the 
natives, and, through the medium of barter, or otherwise, to 
open, in exchange for manufactures, an extended market for 
cotton and other products, and to facilitate their transmission to 
British ports. The evidence in favour of the existence of an 
extensive cultivation of cotton, and the capabilities of the soil 
for producing an almost illimitable quantity, not of the finer 
sorts, but of the kind which constitutes the great bulk of con- 
sumption, seems conclusive, and the trade in this staple alone, 
apart from any profits that may be derived through other 
sources, should return a large dividend on the money invested. 
Operations will, however, take place in the various other 
products of Western Africa, the results of which will, it is 
thought, be also satisfactory. Solicitors, Cotterell & Sons, 
Throgmorton-street. 


Among the applications intended to be made for sanction to 
railway projects during the next session, is one for railway 
communication between the towns of Woolwich, Greenwich, 
and Deptford, to join the junction station of the Brighton and 
Chatham and Dover Railways (New Crystal Palace line), at 
Rye-lane, Peckham. 


ee 
— 





The Act passed in the late session to incorporate, regu- 
Inte, and wind up public companies will come into ope- 
ration on the 2nd of November. The law has been consoli- 
dated and amended on the subject, and divided into nine parts, 
with several explanatory schedules. Insurance and all other 
companies are now included under the new law. All petitions 
to wind up trading companies must be presented to the Court 
of Chancery, and may by that Court be referred to the Court 
ot Bankruptcy. Any seven or more persons associated for any 
lawful purpose may, by subscribing their names to a memo- 
randum of association, form an incorporated company, with or 
without limited liability, An annual list of members of a 
company is to be forwarded to the registrar of joint stock com- 
panies, and the same is to be open to inspection. Some 
plain directions are given as to the winding-up of companies, 
and extraordinary power given as to the apprehension and 
examination of persons suspected of having property in their 
possession belonging to a company. What is a “ contributory ” 
has been defined by the new law, and the liability of members 
set forth. Several stringent provisions have been framed to 
protect the public from adventurers getting up companies, and 
to reach delinquent directors and prevent their flight. By the 
118th section the Court may at any time, before or after it has 
made an order for winding up a company, upon proof that 
there is probable cause for believing that any contributory is 
about to quit the United Kingdom, or otherwise to abscond, or 
to remove or conceal his goods, for the purpose of evading 
payment of calls, or for avoiding examination in respect of the 
affairs of the company, cause such contributory to be arrested, 
and his books, papers, moneys, securities for moneys, goods and 
chattels to be seized, and him and them to be safely kept until 
such time as the Court may order. The Court has likewise power 
to assess damages against delinquent directors and other officers 
for any breach of trust or detention or misapplication of the 
funds, and, notwithstanding the oflence is one for which the 
offender is criminally liable, he may be ordered to pay a sum 
towards the assets of the company by way of campensation for 
his misconduct. For a falsification of books, or of accounts, 
an imprisonment of two years with hard labour is now pro- 
vided. The prosecution of delinquents may be made at any 
time by order of the Court, on the application of any person 
interested in the winding-up, or of its own motion, and the 
expenses paid out of the assets, ‘The law on public companies 
is now consolidated, and will take effect on the 2nd proximo, 
or rather Monday, the 3rd, as the day mentioned in the Act 
happens this year to fall on a Sunday. 


Joseph Almond Cropper, Esq., barrister-at-law, died on Sa- 
turday, the 27th of September last, at his residence, Fulwood 
House, Gray’s-inn, London. He has left by his will the fol- 
lowing legacies, clear of legacy duty, viz :—£200 to the Kent 
and Canterbury Hospital, £200 to the Midland Iustitution for 
the Blind, £200 to the Leicester Infirmary, £200 to the Staf- 
ford Infirmary, and £100 to each of the twenty following chari- 
table Institutions:—Royal Free Hospital, Gray's-inn-road ; St. 


Mark's Hospital, City-road; Hospital for Sick Children, Great | 


Ormond-street; University College Hospital; Hospital at 


Brompton for Consumption; St. Mary's Hospital, Paddington ; 
Strangers’ Friend Society, Royal General Annuity Society, | 


Society for the Suppression of Mendicity, London Society for 
the protection of Young Females, Female Aid Soviety(late Lon~ 








don Female Mission), Indigent Blind Visiting Society, Ragged 
School Union, Fox-court Ragged Sibcole,” Gcaets hanes 
Great Northern Hospital, King’s-cross; Adult Orphan Institu- 
tion; Trinity National School, Bedford-row; Field-lane Ragged 
School and Night Refuge for the Utterly Destitute, Bethnal- 
green Philanthropic Pension Society, and City of London Hos- 
pital for Diseases in the Chest, The testator also devises 
houses and land, woods and woodland, in the parishes of 
Fawkham, near Dartford; Ash, Hartley, Horton Kirby, Milton 
next Gravesend, Plumstead, Meopham, and Luddesdown, in the 
county of Kent, to the governors of the Westminster Hospital. 
He gives his manor of Asbourn, and houses and land in Caldon 
and Cauldon, Staffordshire; Whitwick, Thringstone, Belton, 
Sheepshed, and Dadlington, in Leicestershire, to St. George’s 
Hospital. He gives his fee farm rents in the counties of Mid- 
dlesex, Surrey, Sussex, and Chester; and his houses and land 
at Windsor, Wapping, Kingston-upon-Thames, East Green- 
wich, Croydon, and Fulwood House, and all the residue of his 
personal estate to the Middlesex Hospital, Mr. Cropper has 
also left several small estates and legacies to his friends, and 
appointed W. Latham, Esq., of Melton Mowbray, and George 
Capes, Esq., of Gray’s-inn, his executors and trustees. Mr. 
Cropper was a native of Loughborough, and died at the age 
of 79, and left no relatives, his only son having died unmarried 
about 23 years ago. The rent of the property devised to the 
Westminster Hospital amounts to about £800 per annum; to 
St. George’s Hospital, £700; and the Middlesex Hospital will 
receive in rents £600 per anuum, and money to the amount of 
£4,000. These hospitals are enabled by special Acts of Parlia- 
ments to hold lands notwithstanding the Statute of Mortmain, 
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Court Papers, 


Court of Chancerp. 
SITTINGS.—MICHAELMAS TERM, 1862. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. presented and copies left with the 
Westminster. Secretary, on or 7a the Thurs- 


day preceding y on 

Appeal mtns. and which it is intended they should 

Monday, Nov. 3 { appeals, | Se he ‘ Fed any causes in- 
, | te to rd as short causes 

_ nae i. | must be so marked at least one 
Tuesdy.Nov. 4..Petitions and apps. clear day before the same can be 





Wednesday 5) | put in the paper to be so heard. 
ow oe @ 
riday...... LORDS JUSTICES, 
fom, a | Westminster. 
Tnesday in uM Monday, Nov. 3.. Appeal motions. 
yednesday 12 } Lincoln's Inn, 
Thursday ..13..App. mtns. & apps. Tuesdy. Nov. 4.. App. mtns. & apps. 
a ecccce 14 Wednesday... 5) 
nae. *Sie Thursday .. 6) Appeals. 
Monday oom Appeals. P in lunacy, 
aren Aa o | Friday...... Tj app. ptns., bank~ 
Thursday ..20..App. mtns. & apps. Sepeetay, «1:8 rupt apps., & apps, 
Friday. +0e+» = Appeals. Monday ona Appeals. 
Saturday ..22 pe y Apps fi the Cty 


Monday ....24,.Petns, & appeals, 
Tuesday ....25,. App. mtns. & apps. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Tuesday ....11 { Pulatn. of Lanestr. 
and 


Wednesday .12..Appeais. 
Thesday ....13.. App. mtns. & apps. 


Westminster. Petitns. in lunacy, 
Monday, Nov. 3.. Motions. Friday......14 { app. So 
. rupt apps., & apps. 
Chancery-lane, Saturday ..15) 
Tuesdy. Nov. 4 Monday ....17 
Wednesday . 5 sera) paper Tuesday ....18 ¢ Appeals. 
Thursday ... 6¢°~ paper. Wednesday .19 
Friday...... 7 Thursday ..20.. App. mtns. & apps. 


Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ., ofa. sums., and | Friday......21 { app. ptns., bank- 
neral paper. rupt apps..& apps. 
Saturday ..22 Appeals 
Monday ....24 r 
Tuesday. ....25.. App.mtns. & apps. 


: = Notics.—The days (if any) on which 
Peayeevss<lS eRe, aneeeaus.,| the Lords Justices shall be en- 

© 5s nd | gaged in the Full Court, or at the 
Saturdsy -t04 ah sums., and | Judicial C ittee of the Privy 


Monday ....10 

Tuesday ....11 > General paper, 
Wednesday, .12 

Thursday ..13,. Mtns. & gen. pa. 





general paper, | 

Monday ....17 | Council, are exce 
ee heer | VC. Sin RT, RINDERSERY. 

Thursday oot . Mtns. . gen. pa, | Westmiuster, 
Friday......21..G@eneral paper. NN 

Potns., oht. caus; Manag See. 9.- Ra, 
Saturday ..22 y TA psi and Lincoln's lan, 

neral paper, 

Monday ....24,. General paper. Tesedy. Bev. 4 


Tuesday ..25,. Mtns. & gen. pa. j Therion’ Y 4 General paper. 


' N.B,—Unopposed potitions must be Friday... 7..Ptns, & gen. pa, 
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Sht. causes, adj 
Saturday .. 8 i" & gen. pa. 
Monday ....10 | 
Tuesday ....11 General paper. } 
Wednesday. .12 
Thorsday ..13..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......14..Ptns. & gen. rey 
. (Sht. causes, adj. | 
Saturday ..15 isums., & gen. pa. | 
Monday ....17 
Tuesday ....18 } General paper 
Wednesday .19 
Thursday ..20..Mtns. & gen. pa. | 
Pn =i ovine a & gen. or } 

Sht. causes, adj. | 
Saturday ...22 sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....24..General paper. 
Tuesday ....25..Mtns-“& gen. pa. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be | 
heard as short causes must be so | 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


| 





V. C. Sin JOHN STUART. 
Westminster. 
Monday, Nov. 3.. Motions. 
Lincoln's Inn. 

Tuesdy. Nov. 4 
Wednesday . 5 
Thursday .. 6 
Friday....... 7..Petns., causes, &c, 
Saturday .. 8..Sht. caus,caus,&e. | 
Monday ....10 
Tuesday ....11 7 Causes, &c. } 
Wednesday. .12 } 
Thursday ..13..Mtns.,causes, &c. | 
Friday ....14..Petns., causes, &. 
Saturday ..15..Sht.caus, cans, &c. 
Monday ....17 
Tuesday .... s| Causes, &e. | 
Wednesday .19 | 
Thursday ..20..Mtns., causes, &c, | 
Friday ......2!..Petns.. causes, &c. 
Saturday ..22..Sht. caus, caus,&c. 





Causes, &c. 


| 





Monday ....24..Causes, &c. 

Tuesday ....25.. Motions. 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked, at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, Motion for Decree, or 
farther consideration shall, ex- 
cept by order ot the Court, be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within 12 of the last Cause or 
Matter in the printed Paper of the 
day for hearing. 


V. C. Sin W. P. WOOD, 
Westminster, 
Monday, Nov. 3.. Motions, 
Lincoln's Inn. 
Tuesdy. Nov. 4 
Wednesday . 5 
Thursday .. 6 
Friday...... 7 . sis 
etns., sht. causes, 
Saturday 8 fz general paper. 
Monday ....10 


Tuesday....11 t General paper. 

Wednesday. .12 

Thursday ..13..Mtns, & gen. pa, 

Friday......14..General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 

Saturday ..15 te general paper. 

Monday ....17 


Tuesday ... ay General paper. 
Wednesday ..19 
Thursday ..20..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......21..General paper. 
Petns. sht. causes, 
Saturday ..22 {e general paper. 
Monday ....24,.General paper. 
Tuesday ....25,.Mtns. & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


General paper. 





Queen's Bench. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before 
the Right Honourable Sir ALEXANDER EpmMuND CocKBURN, 
Bart., Lord Chief Justice of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s 
Bench, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1862. 


In TERM. 


Middlesex. 


London. 


Ist sitting... Tuesday, Nov. 4 | Ist sitting... Wednes., Nov. 12 


2nd y Friday, Nov. 14 
3rd Friday, Nov, 21 
For undefended causes only. 

AFTER 


Middlesex. 
Wednesday ............ Nov. 26 





2nd , Wedues., Nov. 19 


TERM. 
London. 
Monday ......20+ serseem Dec. 8 


The Court will sit at ten o'clock every day. 

‘The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in 
Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by ad- 
journment on the days following each of such sitting days. 


Common Pteas. 


Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London before the 
Right Honourable Sir Wittram Ere, Knight, Lord Chief 
Justice of Her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas, at West- 
minster, in and after Michaelmas Term, 1862. 


In Term. 


Middlesex. 
Tuesday oeoccccccsecces NOV, 4 
Friday ..ceccocoossese NOV. 14 


AFTER 
Middlesex. 





London. 
Wednesday ......++-+6. Nov. 12 
Wednesday ....-.++0 Nov. 19 
‘TERM, 

don. 


Lon 
Wednesday ............ Nov. 26 | Monday .......cssec0e00-. Dec, 8 


The Court will sit during and after Term at ten o'clock. 

The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in 
Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by ad- 
jovrnment on the days following eaci: of such sitting days. 

‘The common jury remanets from the sittings after ‘Trinity 


Term will be taken at the first 


sitting in Michaelmas ‘Term, 








Crchequer of Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London before the 
Right Hon, Sir Frederick Pollock, Knt.,Lord Chief Baron of 
her Majesty's Court of Exchequer, in and after Michaelmas 
Term, 1862. 


Ix Term. 

Middlesex, London. 
Ist sitting, Tuesday...Nov. 4 | Ist sitting, Wednesday, Nov. 12 
2nd ,, Friday... Nov. 14] 2nd ,, Wednesday, Nov. 19 
8rd y=“ Friday ... Nov. 21 

Arter TERM. 

Middlesex, London. 

Wednesday ............Nov. 26 | Monday.....c..0000 oosDee, 8 


The Court will sit in and after Term at ten o'clock. 

The Court will sit in Middlesex at Nisi Prius, in Term, by 
adjournment from day to day until the causes entered for the 
respective Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 


ee Se ee 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTH. 
DAY—On Oct, 10, the wife of Arthur J. Day, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

DUFF—COOK—On Oct. 14, at Edinburgh, Garden William Duff, Esq., of 
Hatton, Aberdeenshire, to Jean, youngest daughter of the late Walter 
Cook, Esq., Writer to the Signet. 

GORDON—PERRIN—On Oct. 16, at Wexford, Huntly Pryse Gordon, 
Esq., of H.M.’s Madras Civil Service, to Hester, daughter of the late 
James Perrin, Esq., of Leinster Lodge, county Kildare, and niece of the 
late Kight Hon. Mr. Justice Perrin. 

HUDSON—BROWN—On Aug. 30, at Byculla, Bombay, Frederic Charles 
Hudson, Esq., Lieutenant, H.M.’s 109th Regiment of Foot, to Margaret 
—— only daughter of F. L. Brown, Esq., Magistrate of Police, 


y- 

LEACH—CHAMPAIN—On Oct. 15 at Ryde, Thomas Leach, Esq., M.A., 
F.S.As, Barrister-at-Law, to Caroline Eliza, eldest daughter of Lieut. 
Colonel Champain, late of her Majesty’s 9th Foot. 

PEACOCK—HOPKINSON—On Oct. 22, at Brampton, Derbyshire, T. F. 
Peacock, Esq., Solicitor, of Kentish Town, and Copthall-court, London, 
to Mary Elizabeth, eldest daughter of the late John Hopkinson, Esq., of 
Northedge, Derbyshire, No Cards. 

SAUNDERS—RHOADES—On Oct, 15 at Feckenham, Worcestershire, 
Edward George Saunders, of Kingston-hill, Surrey, and sincoln’s-inn, 
Solicitor, to Emily Elizabeth, youngest daughter of Mr. Joseph Rhoades 
of the Manor House, feckenham. No cards sent. 

WHITE—HOLMES—On Oct. 16, at Marylebone, Alexander Miller White, 
Solicitor, Colchester, to Frances Muria Warren Vernon, third daughter 
of Mr. William Henry Holmes, of 36, Beaumont-street, Marylebone. 

DEATHS. 

FLEETWOOD—At her residence in Dublin, Dora, relict of Henry Fleet- 
wood, Esq., formerly Solicitor to the Bank of Ireland. 

RADCLIFF—On Oct. 18,in Dublin, Joseph Ormsby Radcliff, Esq., LL.D., 
Q.C., late Vicar-General of the provinces of Armagh and Dublin. 

RILEY—On the 20th inst., at 15, Leinster-gardens, Hyde-park, John 

Riley, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

SYLVESTER—On the 16th inst,, at Trowbridge, Eliza, the beloved wife 

of G, Sylvester, Esq., Coroner for Wilts, 


lalla 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Missolbev. 
Turspay, Oct. 21, 1862. 

Mitchell, William, & John James Britton, Petersfield, Attorneys and Soli- 
citors. By mutual consent. Oct 25, 

GB indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faiway, Oct. 17, 1862, 
UnNLimirep in CHancery. 

Public Life Assurance Company.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Aug 30, will be beard before the Master of the RolJs on the next day of 
petition in November. Gibbs & Tucker, 3 Lothbury, Solicitors for the 
Petitioner, 

ToxspayY, Oct, 21, 1862, 
Limitep in Banksoptcy. 

Moseley Green Coal and Coke Company, Limited.—Petition for winding- 
up, presented Oct 6, will be heard before Com Goulburn, on Oct 30 at 
11.30. Greville & Tacker, St Swithin's-lane, pore 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict, cay. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatwar, Oct, 17, 1862. 


Bur'and, John, Wigan, Gent. Nov 1. Marshall, Wigan. 
Hague, Elizabeth, St Thomas-by-Launceston, Cornwall, Widow, Jan 1, 
White & Dingley, Launceston, 
Nov 30, Hodding, 


Holt, Elizabeth, Cuckney, Nottingham, Widow. 
Worksop. 

Jenings, Ulick, Haverstock-hill, Gent, Nov 15. Hammond, 8 Furnival’s- 
on, 

Lamb, William, Bedwardine, Worcester, Gent. Dec. 1, Corles, Wor- 
cester, 


- —e te an mert eet A om 


>... “ene 








‘ 


“Lowman, Robert, Crewkerne, Gent. 


, Tinley, John, Tynemouth, Gent. Dec 31. 
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Neal, Joseph, Horncastle, Yeoman. Nov8. Bourne & Co, Alford, 

oe 5 Hannah, Didsbury, Manchester, Widow. Nov 29. Jesson, 
toe’ 

Vaux, William, Bugbrooke, Northampton, Yeoman. Nov 30. Recke, 


Northampton. 
Watkin, William, Stapleford, Nottingham, Baker. Nov 15. Perey & 


Goodhall, Nottingham. 
Toxspay, Oct, 21, 1862. 
Cartwricht, John, Hosier, Longhborough. Jan 16. Cradock & Woolley, 
Loughborough. 
Chapman, Jemima, Finchley, Widow. Nov 25. Hammond, Furnival’s- 


inn, 

Clark, Heaton, Boroughbridge, York, Esq. Dec 18. Hirst & Capes, 
Boroughbridge. 

Clark, Heaton Lo tte Boroughbridge, York, Gent. Dec 18. Hirst & 

idge. 

Clark, Elizabeth, Exeerer hill, Middlesex, Widow. Decl. Wickens, 
1 Chandos-st, Midd 

Copperthwaite, James ion on, Sunderland, Master Mariner. Dee 1. 
Ranson & Son, Sunderla 

¥ Fowcie heey ‘Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Dec 20. Chartres, New- 

upon- 

Ellis, Jon, 40 Bernard-st, Russell-sq, Gent. Deel. Ellis, 40 Bernard- 

st. 


Ellis, Powrie, Marylebone-rd, Middlesex, Esq. Dee 1. Ellis, Sunderland. 
Horn, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Music Seller. Dee 20. Chartres, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Dec 12, Grant, Bristol. 
Rea, George, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Baker. Dee 20. Chartres, New- 


castle-upon-Tyne, 
a William, Birmingham, Butcher. Nov 17. Baker, Birming- 


Mary, Edgbaston, Warwick, Widow. Nov 17. Cottrell, Bir- 
mingham. 
Adamson, North Shields. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TuESDAY, Oct. 21, 1862. 


Keene, George John, 147 yy Middlesex, Attorney-at-Law. 


Keene v. Wilkinson, V. C. Stuart. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Faipar, Oct. 17, 1862. 
Dent, John, Manchester, Glover. Oct 14. Pankhurst, oe 
Kershaw, John, Tredegar, Draper. Oct 14. Shepard, Tred 
Morrow, Robert, John Morrow, & Clarkson Garbutt, Liverpooh 2 Merchants. 
Sept 20: Harvey & Co, 


Paley, aad John, aweaed, Crone, Sept 20. Middleton & Son 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptep Act, 1861. 
Fripar, Oct. 17, 1862. 
Beddows, Thomas, Bolton, Builder. Sept 19. Conveyance. Reg Oct 16. 
Blackwood, John Thomas, South Shields, Jeweller. Sept 17. Composi- 
tion, Reg Oct 14. 
omen Thomas, Ipswich, Bookseller. Sept 23. Assignment. Reg Oct 
cole, yong Joseph, Finsbury-square, Merchant, Oct 1. Conveyance. 
Reg Oct | 
Cooley, James, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Surveyor, Sept 18, Assignment. 
Oct 15. 


t 
fanny Alfred, Cardiff, Chemist. Sept 19. Conveyance. Reg Oct 16. 


irton, George, ware, Durham, Watchmaker. Sept 17. As- 

ee Reg Oct 1 

Liner, Richard, jun, ‘isleworth, Job Master. Sept 26, Composition. 
teg Oct 14. 

ey a Alexander, Newton Abbott, Draper. Sept 16. Conveyance. 
¢ 

M'Bride, John Alexander y, Begone, Rock Ferry, Chester, Sculptor. Oct 
7. Conveyance. Reg Oc’ 

Nobiet, ag + Scatveh, , ee Farmer. Septl7. Assignment. 
R 
mde Oct 8. Assign- 


a ley Ds Daiton, Harrow-road, Middlesex, Gent. 
ment, Ki 16. 
— Samuel = Colling, Sunderland, Grocers. Sept 18. Assign- 


ment. 
Soulby, Stephen, iverston, Printer. Oct 8. Conveyance. Reg Oct 16. 
Sept 19. Conveyance. 


Spokes, Samuel, Whiiton, Northampton, Farmer. 
Reg Oct 15. 


Thomas, Preston, Wire Worker, Sept 22. Assignment. Reg 
Tinoihy, tm Isaac, Rumney, Monmouth, Farmer. Sept 19. Conveyance, 


Tuxspay, Oct, 21, 1862, 
as 1; ym Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant, Sept 19. Conveyance, 
Oct I 
Bennett, a Wing, Bucks, Farmer, Sept 26. Assignment. Reg Oct 18. 
Bensley, Charles, Potter Heigham, Norfolk, Farmer, Oct 8, Conveyance. 


Reg Oct | 
Bewsey, Jobe ‘Landport, Hants, Bootmaker. Sept 29. Conveyance. Reg 


Oct 
Callon, William, Liverpool, Timber Merchant. Oct 13, 
Reg > 
Capien, Charles, jun., Whitecross-st, Flour Factor. Oct 6. Assignment. 
Oct 


keg 
Coombe, Benjamin, Mark-lane, Oct 14, Reg Oct 18. 


Assignment} 


Composition. 


be dap ne Chorlton-upon Medlock, Draper, Sept 24, Assignment, 
Reg Uc 
Cosodana, , Bury, Druggist. Oct 7. Assignment. Reg Oct 17, 


Crown, Josiah, Union-st, Southwark, Metal Dealer. Sept 27. Assign- 
ment. Reg Oct 20. 

—, aap Islington, Middlesex, Jeweller, Oct 8, Conveyance. 
Keg Ov 





Hart, Walter, Norwich, Machinist. Sept 19. Assignment. Reg Oct 17. 
sme a Woiverhampto2, Cab Proprietor. Oct 6. Conveyanee. 


Leake Henry James, Auctioneer. Sept 22 ro tae Reg Oct 17. 
Lee, George , Tweedmouth, Boat Builder. Sept 23. Assignment. 


toon, Witttems, Bilston, Victualler. Oct 17. Composition. Reg Oct 20. 

Marsh, John, Liverpool, Flour Dealer. Oct 8. Composition. Rég Oct 17. 

Marshall, Thomas, & yng Marshall, Brighton, Butchers. Sept 20. 
Conveyance. Reg Oct 

Moir; soon. Gowen Isle of Wight, Watchmaker. Sept30. Assignment. 
teg Oct | 

= Roger Jolin, Knaresbro’, Grocer. Sept 20. Assignment. Reg 

Rigg, Richart Charles, North Shields, Fruiterer. Sept29. Assignment. 

Oct 20, 
Rowbotham, Henry, Macclesfield, Builder. Oct 9. Assignment. Rex 


t 
oe, + maar Lewisham, Kent, Brewer. Oct 13. Assignment. Reg 
Oct 


Snell, Sroien Peter, Baker. Sept 19. Conveyance. Bh chi 
ig or _— Penzance, Innkeeper. Sept 23. Conveyance. 


Reg Oc 
a Syaney, Kingston-upon-HulJ, Tailor. Sept27. Conveyance. Reg 


Taylor, George, Liverpool, Grocer, Sept 20. Assignment. Reg Oct 1. 
a George, Norwich, Confectioner. Sept 23. Assignment. Reg 


Webster, William, Morley, York, Cloth Mannfacturer. Oct 10. Assign. 
ment. Reg Oct 18. 

Bankrupts. 
Farar, Oct. 17, 1862. 

Booth, Joseph Hall, Hyde, Chester, Engine Smith. Pet Oct 13. Man- 
chester, Nov 3 at 1!. Boote, Manchester. 

Brear, William, Wakefield, Teacher of Music, Pet Oct 1 (for paw). 
Wakefield, Nov 1} at 11. Haigh, Huddersfield. 

Brown, John Harcourt. Romsey, Hants, Parchment Mannufacturer. Pet 
Oct 7. London, Oct 28 at 1. Hampton & Bergin, 8 John-st, Bedferd- 
row. 

Butler, George, Christchurch, Hants, Watch Maker. Pet Oct 14. Christ- 
charch, Nov 3at2. Sharp, Christchurch. 

Chattaway, William Henry, Leamington Priors, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
Oct 4, Warwick, Oct 27 at 10, Snape, W: le 

Cooper, Herbert, Chesterfield, Bookseller. Pet Oct 10. Chesterfield, 
Nov 5at ll. Busby, Chesterfield. , 

Cucusi, Demetrio Giovanni, Liverpool, Merchant. Pet Oct 15. Liver- 
pool, Oct 29 at 12.30. Aspinall & Bird, Liverpool. 

Dalby, David, 147 Strand, Scene Artist. Pet Oct 14. London, Oct 23 at 
11.30. Wells, 47 Moorgate-st. 

Daniel, James Chapman, Kingsdown, Bristol, Estate Agent. Pet Oct il. 
Bristol, Nov 7 at 12. Benson. 

Darville, "Thomas Henry. 74 Herbert-st, Hoxton, Attorney's Clerk, Pet 
Oct 13. London, Oct 28 at 12. Pook hall-st. 

ee Hotweils, Bristol, Baker. Pet Oct 9, Bristol, Nov 7 
il 

Dimond, John, jun., St, Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Baker, Pet Oct 15. 
Exeter, Oct 29 at 11. Fioud, Exeter. 

Eloe, Henry John, 35 Crown-st, Finsbury, Embroidery Manufacturer, 

ond Oct 15. London, Oct 28 at 12.30. Holt, Quality-ct, Chancery. 

Bonet, James, Paignton, Devon, Carter. Pet Sept 3). 
3atil. Kellock, Totnes, 

Evans, Llewellyn, Cardiff, Commission Agent. Oct 14, 
at ll. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Fletcher, Peter Smith, Birmingham, Furniture Filer. 
Birmingham, Nov 10 at 10, Parry, Birmingham. 

Flowers, Charles, Birmingham, Gi‘t Jeweller. Pet Oct!0. Birmingham 
Nov 10 at if, Parry, Birmingham. ¢ 

Frout, Joseph, Bath, Beer Seller. Pet Oct 11. Bath, Oct 28 at 11. 
Bartrum, Bath. 

Fuller, Joseph Bury, Birmingham, Attorney and Solicitor. Pet Oc: 15, 
Birmingham, Nov 10 at 10. Parry, Birmingham 

Furse, William, East Teignmouth, Boot Maker. Pet Oct 15. Newton. 
Abbot, Oct 27 at 11. Carter, Torquay. 

Garén‘r, Jam>s Lewis, Great Yarmouth, Ropemater. Sep: 16. Graat 
Yarmouth, Oct 29 at 12. Atkinson, Norwich. 

Geddins, Thomas, Hemmingford Abbots, Hants, Carpenter. Pet Oct 10. 
Huntingdon, Oct 28 at 9. Thorp, Huntingdon. 

Geerts, James Adrien, 109 Sloane-st, Chelsea, Hair Dresser. Pet Oct 15. 
London, Oct 28 at-12.30. Holt, Quality. ct, Chancery-lane, 

Gibson, Charles, Haberdasher-pl, prea Boot Maker, Sept 22. Lon- 
don, Oct 28 at 11.30, Aldridge, 47 Moorgate-st. 

oo, Michaél, Liverpool, Grocer. Oct 14. Liverpool. Oct 29 at 11, 

Hall, George, Neston, Chester, Innkeeper. Oct 8. Birkenhead, Nov 17 


H ate i, Thomas <Ragele Ironfounder. Pet Oct 1% Birmingham, 

atfleld omas, x 

Nov 3 at 12, Sparrow & Fiewker, ¥ Wolverhampton, and James & Knight, 
Birmingham. 

Holliday, Edward Emaauel, Sheffield, Printer. Pet (for pas). Shoffield, 
Nov, 5at2, Mason, York and 

Hunreman, John Bladen, Brixton-rd, Surrey, Agent’sClerx. le Cet 15, 


Totnes, Nov 
Card ff, Oct 27 
Pet Oct 14, 


London, Oct 28 at 12. Parsons, 43 Padnghall-st, 
Jackson, Benjamin Henry, Leicester, Silk Mercer, Pet Oc) 13, Notting- 
ham, Oct 28 atll, Haxby, ® 
Jervis, John, Hulme, Manchester, Baker. Pet Oct 10. Salford, Nov 1 at 


10, Gardner, Manchester, 

— James, Macclesfield, Sk Dyer. Oct 8. Maccles leld, Cet a7 
atl 

Knowler, William, Rotherhithe, Toll Collector, Pe: Oct 16 (for paa). 
London, Nov 4at10, Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Lake, George Marsh, 2 Blue Boar-ct, London, Warehouseman, Pet Oct 
10. London, Oct 29 at 2. Linklaters & Hackwoor, Walbiook. 

Lamont, William, Bradford, Staff Merchant, Pet Ove 13, saath Nov 3 
atil. Terry & Watson, Bradfonl, and Bond & Barwick, Leeda, 

Levavasseur, Jean Baptiste, Fenchureh-st, Merchant, et Ocs 14 (for 
pau). London, Oct 48 at 1280. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-x. 
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Lewis, Owen, Everton, Liverpool, Joiner, Oct 14. Liverpool, Oct 29 at 


ll, 

Maby, Charles Rolfe, Bristol, Victualler. Oct 11. Bristol, Oct 27 at 11. 
Brittan, Bristol. 

McGee, William, Plumstead, Clerk. Pet Oct 16. London, Oct 28 at 1. 
Page, 21 Manchester-sq. 
srry, William, Derby, Publican. Pet Oct 13. Derby, Nov 4 at 12. 
Briggs, Derby. 

Morrish, Jamcs, Torquay, Factor’s Assistant. Pet Oct 13. Newton-Abbott, 
Oct 28 at 11. Carter, Torquay. ) 

Moverly, Jeremiah, Gillingham, Kent, Dredgerman. Pet Oct 14. Ro- 
chester, Oct 31 at 3. Hayward, Rochester. 

Oldrey. Samuel, Torquay, Accountant. Pet Oct 13. Newton-Abbot, 
Cct 28 at 11. Carter, Torquay. 
idrey, Susanna, Totnes. Pet Oct 13. Newton-Abbot, Oct 28 at 11. 
Carter, Torquay. 

Painter, James, 89 Mary-st. Hampstead-rd, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 23. 
London, Oct 28 at 11. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 

Pember, James, Hereford, Farmer. Pet Oct 13. Birmingham, Oct 31 at 
12. Robinsor, Leominster. and Reece, Birmingham. 
Porter, James, 29 Camden-cottages, Camden-town, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
Oct 16. London, Oct 28 at 1.30. Matthews & Co, 102 Leadenhail-st. 
Prest, John, Leeds, Solicitor. Pet Oct 7. Leeds, Oct 27 at ll. Fond & 
Barwick, Leeds, 

Rendall, George, Misterton, Somerset, Labourer.’ Oct 11. 
Oct 27 at 11. Reed, Bridgwater. 

Royle, Wigan, Grocer’s Assistant, Pet Oct 14. Manchester, Oct 28 at 11. 
Crowther & Farrington, Manchester. 

Sandys, Dora Elizabeth, 158 Aldersgate-st, Instrument Manufacturer. 
Pet Oct 15. London, Oct 28 at 1. Leverson, St Helen’s-pl. 

Smith, Edwin, Gloucester, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 15. Gloucester, Nov 5 


at2. Smaillridge, Gloucester. 

Southern, John William, Darlaston, Printer. Pet. Walsall, Oct 31 at 11. 
Umbers, Wolverhampton. 

Stiff, William, Sandwich, Baker. Pet Oct 15. London, Oct 28 at 12. Hall, 
1 Staple-inn. 

Stubbs, Edward Ogle, Camberwell, Traveiler, Pet Oct 14. London. Oct 
38 at 11.30. Murr, 11 Kennington-row. 

Sutton, George, Hartington, Derby, Grocer. Pet Oct 16. Nottingham, 
Oct 28 at 11. Redfern & Son, Leek, and Collis & Ure, Birminghain. 

Taylor, Anna, Exeter, Milliner. Pet Oct 7. Exeter, Oct 29 at 12. Terrell, 


Crewkerne, 


Exeter. 

Taylor, Robert, Sale-moor, Chester, Traveller. Pet Oct 13. Manchester, 
Oct 29 at 11. Swan, Manchester. 

Thompson, Charles, Notting-hill, Builder. Pet Oct 15. London, Oct 28 
at 12.30. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Toone, William, Leicester, Victualler. Pet Oct 11. Leicester, Oct 29 at 
li, Pike, Leicester. 

Urquhart, John Charles, Kingston-on-Thames, Baker. Pet Oct 14. Lon- 
don, Oct 28 at il. Munday, 6 Essex-st, Strand. 

Viies, Alexander, Manchester, Merchant. Pet Oct 14. Manchester, Nov 
4 at 12. Boote, Manchester. 

Vincent, William. 2 Johnson’s-p], Pimlico, Coach Painter. Pet Oct 14 
(for pau). London, Oct 28 ut 1. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Watson, Charles, Birkenhead, Brewer. Pet Oct 14. Liverpool, Oct 29 at 
12. Simpson, 13 Wellington-st, Southwark, and Price, Liverpool. 

Watson, James Valentine Brown, Aylsham, Basket Maker. Pet Oct 8. 
Aylsham, Oct 28 at 3. Tillett, Norwich. 

Whitehead, John, Hulme, Manchester, Contractor. Pet Oct 15. Salford, 
Nov 1 at 10. Swan, Manchester. 

Willmott, Henry, jun, Harpenden, Herts, Corn Merchant. Pet Oct 15. 
London, Oct 28 at 12, Langley & Gibbon, 32 Great James-st, Bedford- 
row. 


Woods, George, Great Easton, Leicester, Butcher. 
ham, Oct 27 at 9. Laxton, Stamford. 


TogspaY, Oct. 21, 1862. 

Ashdown, Ephraim, Easthothly, Builder, Pet Oct 13. Lewes, Oct 27 at 
10. Goodman, Brighton. 

Balaam, Charles, Bury Saint Edmunds, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 18. London, 
Nov8atii. Nichois & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, and Salmon, 
Bury fa nt Edmunds. 

Batchelor, Thomas, 18 Langdale-st, St. George’s-in-the-East, Carman. 
Pet Oct 17 (for pan). London, Nov 8 at 12. Aldridge, Mourgate-st. 
Bilham, Robert Thomas, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Gent. Pet Oct 16. Fram- 

lingham, Nov 1 at}. Moseley & Massey, Framiingham. 

Bond, Joseph, St. Columb, Cornwall, Builder. Pet Oct 15. Saiat Columb, 
Oct $l atll. Whitefield, Saint Columb. 

Boothroyd, John, Wakefield, Fruiterer. Pet Oct 18, Leeds, Nov 3 at 11. 
Gil!, Wakefield, Simpson, Leeds. 

Boys, Henry Cowell, 58 Nelson-sq, Blackfriars, Clerk. Pet Oct 15 (for 
pau). London, Nov 4at 11.30. Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 

Braundbeck, Edward, 34 London-wall, Civil Engineer. Pet Oct 16 (for 


Pet O:t 13. Upping- 


pau). Londun, Nov 4 at 11.30, Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 

Brown, William, Ulceby, Lincoln, Shoemaker. Pet Oct 18. Barton-on- 
Humber, Nov 19 at 11.30. Mackrill, Barton-on-Humber. 

Bassey, Robert Joshua, Lee, Kent, Builder. Pet Oct 17. London, Nov 
llatil. Edwards, St. Swithin’s-lane. 

Cartwright, Frederick, Woollaston, Worcester, Iron Roller. Pet Oct 16. 
Birmingham, Nov 3 at 12. Warmington, Dudley. 

Cartwright, Henry. Sheffield, Steel Roller. Pet Oct 15. Leeds, Nov3 at 
10. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Caaseley, John, Koxeth, Harrow, Dealer in Coals. Pet Oct 18. London, 
Novsati2. Drake, Gresham-st. 

C arke, Alfred, Well-st, Hackney, General Dealer. Pet Oct 18. London, 
hors at 12. Burticy, Bartlett’s-buildings. 

C cre. William, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Assistant Brewer. Pet Oct 16. Ips- 
wich, Oet 31 ati. Pollard. Ipswich. 

C «ks, George, 19 Brewer-st, Pimlico, Oilman. Pet Oct 16, 


London, Nov 
4atil. Chippertield, Soutuwark 

C sbourn, John. 52 Higt:-st, Whitechapel, Butcher, Pet Oct 3. London, 
Nov §at 11.20. Scarth, Bucklersbury. 

Coe. Daniel, Hill End. Droitwich, Buteher. Pet Oct 14, 
30 at 11. Corles, Worcester. 

C oke, James Hoiuer, Virmingham, Chemist. Pet Oct 15. Birmingham, 
Nov Satiz. Chesshire, Birmingham. 

Cox, Williaw, jun., Ulienhall, Warwick, Butcher. Pet Oct16 Birming- 
ham, Nov4atiz. Brown, Birmingham. 


Droitwich, Oct 








Darbyshire, George, Walpole-st, Chelsea, Broker. Pet Oct 15 (for pau). 
London, Nov 4atll. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Davies. Howell, Dolgelly, Watchmaker. Pet Oct 18. Dolgelley, Nov 1 at 
4. Jones, Dolgelley. 

Davis, John, Greenwich, Boot Salesman, Pet Oct 17. London, Nov 4 at 
12. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Davison, Thomas Edward. South Shields, Boat Builder. Pet Oct 16. 
South Shieids, Nov 6 at 12. Bow'by, South Shiclds. 

Decours, William, Lisson-grove, Middlesex, Merchant. Pet Oct 15 (for 
pau). London, Nov 4 at 11.30. Aldridge, 46 Moorgate-st. 

Deneulain, Fanny Maria, St yr Knightsbridge, Milliner. Pet 
Oct 17. London, Nov 8 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, a 

Fawcett, George, Oldham, Painter. Pet Oct 11. Oldham, Nov 20 at 12. 
Taylor, Oldham. . 
Graves, Samuel Wood, Ann’s-rd, Brixton-rd, Adjutant 19th Surrey Rifles. 
Pet Oct 17 (for pau). London, Nov 8 at 11. Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 
Herd, William, Manchester, Victualler. Pet Oct 16. Manchester, Nov 3 
at ll. Swan, Manchester. 

Hibbert, Edward, Rickmansworth, Smith. Pet Oct 17 (for pau). London, 
Nov 4at10. Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 

Hobkirk, Thomas, Whitby, Shipbuilder. Pet Oct 16. Leeds, Nov 3 at 11. 
Richardson & Co, York, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. , 

Jackson, John, Congleton, Chair Maker. Pet Oct 18. Congleton, Nov 1 
atil. Washington, Congleton. 

Killick, Thomas, Tunbridge Wells, Labourer. Pet Oct 17. Tonbridge, 
Oct 31 at 12. Stone & Co, Tonbridge Wells, 

Lansley, David, Cardiff, Omnibus Proprietor. Pet Oct 16. Cardiff, Nov 
3at il. Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Leeming, John Fishwick, and Miles Leeming, Manchester, Oi] Merchants. 
Pet Oct 13. Manchester, Nov 10 at 12. Storer, Manchester. 

Lightbody, George Tyrer, Rotherhithe, Beerseller. Pet Oct 16. London, 
Nov 11 at 10. Pook, Basinghsll-st. 

Lockett, George, New Hadley, Wellington, Timekeeper. Pet Oct 18, 
Wellington, Nov 14 at 10. Taylor, Wellington. 

Marston, Mary Ann, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Widow. Pet Oct 16. Ipswich, 
Oct 31 at 11. Pollard, Ipswich. 

Matthews, Robert, Southampton, Grocer. Pet Oct 16. Southampton, 
Nov 5 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Morris, James, Mancetter, Warwick, Weaver. Pet Oct 15. Nuneaton, 
Nov 1 at 10. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Nedham, Henry, Markham-sq, Chelsea, Clerk. Pet Oct 14. London, Noy 
8atll. Holt, Quality-ct. 

Nicholls, Henry, Wellington, Salop, Collier. Pet Oct 16, Wellington, 
Nov i4at 10. Taylor, Wellington. 

Nicklin, Samuel, High Ercall, Salop,Shoemaker, Pet Sept 20. Welling- 
ton, Nov l4at 12. Knowles, Wellington. 

Odell, William, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 18. Liverpool, Nov 3 at 
11. Lowndes & Co, Liverpool. 

Ovey, Frederick, Manchester, General Agent. Pet Oct 15, Manchester, 
Nov 10 at 9.30. Stringer, Manchester. 

Powell, James, Back Church-lane, Whitechapel, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 
17. London, Nov 4 at 10. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 

Prince, John, Camborne, Cornwall, Mine Agent. Pet Oct 16. Redruth, 
Nov6at10. Stephenson. 

Quinn, Peter, Mount-st, Liverpool, Commission Agent. Pet Oct 17. Li- 
verpool, Nov 3at 3. Best, Liverpool. 

Rabey, Paul, jun, Redruth, Cornwall, Share Broker. Oct 17. Exeter, 
Nov 7 at 12. Floud, Exeter. 

Radford, George, Morville-st, Birmingham, Engine Fitter. Pet Oct 17. 
Birmingham, Nov 10 at 10. Powell & Son, Birmingham. : 

Reed, Edward, Wynyatt-st, Goswell-st, Broker. Pet Oct 15 (for pau). 
London, Nov 4 at Ii. Aldridge, Moorgate-st, 

Siddell, William Matthew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Hardwareman, Pet 
Oct 16. WNewcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 5 at12. Hoyle, Newcastie-upon- 


Tyne, 

smith, John, jun. Harbury, Warwick, Wheelwright. Pet Oct 13. Southam, 
Nov 4atli. Griffin, Leamington. 

Smith, William, Bowdon, Chester, Gent. Pet Oct 18. Manchester, Nov 
6atl!. Whitlow, Manchester. 

Stokes, Emanuel, Park-st, Camden Town, Dyer. Pet Oct 17. London, 
Nov8 at 12, Howell, Cheapside, 

Stoyles, John, Torquay, Fly Driver, Pet Oct 18, Newton Abbott, Oct 31 
utili. Carter, Torquay. 

Terry, William, Gravesend, Mariner. Pet Oct 16. Gravesend, Nov 4 at 
1. Sharland, Gravesend, 

Thompson, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ironmonger. Pet Oct 15, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 5 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Thorneycroft, William, Chesterfon, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Oct 18, 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, Nov 10 at 10. Litchiield, Newcastle-under- 


Lyme. ‘ 

Voigt, Sarah, Cheltenham, Widow. Oct 17. Cheltenham, Nov 11 at 11. 
Boodle, Cheltenham. 

Warren, John James, Bristol, Carpenter. Pet Oct 14. Bristol, Nov 7 at 
12,30. Hill. 

Watson, Abraham, Halifax, Stone Miner. Pet Oct 18. Halifax, Nov 10 at 
10. Haigh, Huddersfield, 

West, George, Par, Cornwall, Oct 13. St Austell, Oct3latll, Sobey, 


Fowey. ‘ 

Weyle, Charles Frederick William, Great Castle-st, Regent-st, Teacher of 
Lar guages, Pet Oct 15 (for pau). London, Nov4 at 11.30, Aldridge, 
Moorgate-st 


Wilks, Fre lerick, Sheffield, Grinder. Pet Oct 18. Sheffield, Nov 12 at 
2. Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Wilson, Thomas, jun, Newark, Miller. Pet Oct 18. Newark, Nov5 at 10, 
Heatncote, Nottingham, 
Wood, A:in, East Brent, Innkeeper. Oct 15, Taunton, Nov 3 at Il. 
Keed, Bridgwater. 
Wood, John Walker, Husbands Bosworth, Gent. Pet Oct 17. Market — 
Harborough, Nev 4 at 12. Cape, Leicester, ‘ 
Wright, Samuel, ‘h field, Bone Cutter. Tet Oct 15. Leeds, Nov 3 at 10. 
Fernell, Sheffielu. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, Oct. 21, 1862, 
Jewitt, Joseph, Huddersfield, Plasterer. Sept 2. 
Moore, John, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Aug 29, 
Winder, James, Leeds, Cloth Dealer, Oct 7, 














